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The estimate is that the materials on hand will 
serve to complete 26,300 muskets and 4,200 rifles. 
The PRESIDENT of the Senate also laid before 
the body a communication from the Treasury 
Department, communicating further information in 
relation to the Louisville and Portland Canal, sta- 


ting that the whole number of shares belonging to | 


individuals which have been redeemed from the net | 


revenue of the company was 4,748, besides which | 
there was a cash balance on hand of $88,522 87, | 


with which it was ordered to purchase 400 addi- 
tional shares, when the statement of the stock 
would stand as follows: Belonging to the United 
States, 2,902 shares; redeemed by the net revenue 
of the company, 5,148 shares; outstanding in the 
name of individuals and subject to be redeemed, 
1,850 shares. 


The amount received for tolls during the last | 


four years was: For 1847, $139,900 72; for 1848, 
$158,067 96; for 1849, $129,953 46; for 1850, 
$115,707 88. 

The communication was ordered to lie on the 
table and be printed. 


MEMORIALS, &c. 

The PRESIDENT of the Senate presented a 
memorial from Professer R. S. McCulloh, of the 
college of New Jersey, late melter and refiner of 
the United States Mint, asking that a contract 


may be entered into with him to use his improved | 


method of refining gold; which was referred to the 
Committee on Finance. 


Mr. HUNTER presented the memorial of cer- | 
tain ——. of goods at the cities of Boston, | 


New York, Philadelphia, and Baltimore, asking 
to be allowed an increase of salary and a revision 


of the laws in relation to the appraisement of | 


goods; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. DODGE, of Lowa, presented the memorial 
of R. Grignon, asking the payment of a sum of 
money secured to him by a provision of treaty 
with the Menomonee Indians; which was referred 
to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. GWIN presented a memorial of the Le- 
gislature of Oregon, asking an appropriation for the 
payment of expenses incurred by he Provisipnat 
Government of Oregon in the Cayuse war; which 
was referred to the Committee on the Territories 
and ordered to be printed. 

Also, a memorial of citizens of Oregon, remon- 
strating against the removal of the port of entry 


for that Territory from Astoria; which was re- | 


ferred to the Committee on Commerce, and the | 


motion to print to the Committee on Printing. 
Mr. CLARKE presented a petition signed by 
six hundred and sixty five citizens of North 


Providence, Rhode Island, asking the immediate | 


repeal of the fugitive slave law. 

Also, a petition signed by one hundred and 
sixty-five inhabitants of Newport, Rhode Island, 
to 2 same effect; which was ordered to lie on the 
table. 

Mr. HALE presented a petition from inhabit- 
ants of Pembroke, New Hampshire, asking the 
abolition of slavery in the District of Columbia. 


Also, two petitions from citizens of the same | 
place, asking the immediate repeal of the fugitive | 


slave law; which were ordered to lie on the table. 


Mr. CASS presented a memorial from citizens | 


of New York, asking a modification of the patent 
laws; which was referred to the Committee on 
Patents and the Patent Office. 

Mr. WALKER presented a petition of citizens 
of Troy, in the State of New York, asking that 
the public lands may be granted in limited quanti- 
ues to actual settlers not possessed of other lands; 
which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. CLEMENS presented a memorial of the 
clerks employed in the post office at Montgomery, 
Alabama, setting forth the inadequacy of their sal- 
aries, and asking an increase of the same; which 
was ordered to lie on the table. 


NEW MEXICO. 

Mr. DAWSON. I have received a petition 
from citizens of New Mexico, setting forth the 
deplorable condition of affairs in that Territory. 

hey state that they are without the protection of 
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the Government of the United States, which other 
citizens are accustomed to receive; that they are 
neither safe in their persons nor their property; 
that scarcely a week passes that the Indians on 
their borders do not commit grievous depreda- 
tions, robbing merchants, driving off horses, 
mules, and sheep; and that the fountains of their 
existence are about being dried up. They say 
that these evils ought to be stopped; and if they 
are not the inhabitants will be without subsistence 
in that section of country. They say further, 
that their resources are not developed; that much 
remains to be done in that regard, and that it will 
never be done unless the wild Indians around them 
are annihilated or thoroughly subjugated. They 


say that they have never had sufficieat protection 


of their persons snd property from their savage 
neighbors, and oe do not know how they are to 


get it; for, ifthe Indians are not annihilated or sub- | 


Jugated, they must leave the country to the [n- 


dians. From the characters of these petitioners, or | 
} ’ 


such of them as are known to me, I have no 
doubt that what they set forth is substantially 
true. I therefore move that their petition be re- 
ceived, and without reading, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs, 

It was so referred. 


REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. 


Mr. UNDERWOOD, from the Committee of 


|, explain the character of the report. 


Claims, to which was referred House bill for the | 


relief of Sayles J. Bowen, reported back the same 
without amendment, and recommended its pas- 
sage. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. 
late period of the session, I ask that it may be at 


once considered, for if it should go on the calendar || 


it may not be reached this session. 
Mr. CASS. [would ask if there are any pecu- 


In consideration of the | 


liar circumstances about this case to distinguish it | 


from the two hundred other cases that are on the 
calendar ? , 


Mr. BADGER. Being here, it will be better to | 


dispose of it, and it will be out of the way. 

Phe motien to proceed to its consideration was 
agreed to, it was considered as in Committee of 
the Whole, was reported to the Senate without 
amendment, was ordered to a third reading, was 
read a third time and passed. 


The bill authorizescertain payments to be made | 


to Sayles J. Bowen, for services as a clerk in the 
office of the Second Auditor of the Treasury. 

Mr. BORLAND, from the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs, to which was referred House bill for 
the relief of the widow of the late Lieutenant Col- 


onel William Gray, reported back the same with- | 


out amendment, recommended its passage, and || 


moved that it be now considered. 
Mr. UPHAM. I should like to know why the 
Senate should take up and pass the bills reported 


this morning in preference te those which have | 


been reported heretofore and are on the calendar. 
Mr. BORLAND. A very few words wiil show 
the character of this bill, and then I think the Sen- 
ate can pass it without any further debate. Lieu- 
tenant Colonel William Gray, in the late war with 


Mexico, commanded a battalion on the western || 


frontier. His command was a mixed one, con- 
sisting ef three companies of racunted men and 
two companies of infantry. He is dead, and his 
widow asks that in the settlement of his accounts 
there may be allowed the difference between the 
pay of a lieutenant colonel of cavalry, and a lieu- 
tenant colonel of infantry, which amounts to $15 
amonth. It is a trifling sum. 


| 
} 


| 


The bill was then considered as in Committee of | 


the Whole; and no amendment having been pro- 
posed, it was reported to the Senate, ordered to a 
third reading, and was read a third time by unan- 
imous consent and passed. 


Mr. COOPER, from the Committee on Revolu- |) commissioners, constituting a board, a majority 


Claims, to which was referred the memo- | 


tionar ’ : 
rial of Jane Irwin, submitted a report, which was 


ordered to be printed, accompanied by a bill for 
her relief. 


} 
i 
| 
} 


|| ted to the Secretary of War for approval. 
|| officers of the institution are to consist of a gov- 
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| Mr. WALKER desired that the bill should be 


considered at this time} in which he was joined 
| by Mr. DAWSON, Mr. BERRIEN, and Mr. 
RUSK. 

Some conversation ensued on the subject of 
giving priority to bills, and the Senate negatived 
the motion to consider this bill. 

| Mr. DICKINSON gave notice that on Friday 

| next, at twelve o’clock, he would move to take up 
the private calendar, that the Senate might dispose 
of such bills as would lead to no debate. 

Mr. SHIELDS, from the Committee on Mili- 


| tary Affairs, to which was referred the memorial 


| of A. R. Woolley, asking to be allowed his pay 
and emoluments from the time of his dismissal 

, from the Army, which he alleges was unlawful, 
submitted a report in writing, which was ordered 
to be printed, closing with asking to be discharged 
from the further consideration of the same; which 
was agreed to. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Mississippi, from the Commit- 
tee on Military Affairs, to which was referred the 
communication of the Secretary of War of the 

| 10th of February, contaming Colonel McCall's 
report on New Mexico, recommended the print- 
ing of three thousand copies of the same. 
rhe honorable gentleman proposed briefly to 
He said it 
was the report of anofficer who was highly compe- 
tent, and who had had great opportunities to learn 
the fiseal, statistical, and historical condition of 
New Mexico. This report, it is believed, will es- 
| sentially contribute to the just determination of 

the mode of supplying the troops in New Mexico, 

and also to the just estimation of the amount of 
| injury which the inhabitants of that country have 
sustained by depredations by Indians since we 
have had it in our possession. He thought it 
highly interesting and important in a statistical, 
historical, and geographical point of view, and 
hence he expressed the hope that the Senate would 
order the additional copies to be printed. 

The report was agreed to. 


MILITARY ASYLUM. 

Mr. DAVIS also, from the military committee, 
| to which was referred the memorial of certain citi- 
| zens of Maryland, asking the establishment of a 
military asylum for invalid and disabled soldiers, 
asked to be discharved from the further considera- 
tion of the same, on the ground that there was a 
| a bill for that purpose reported and oa the calen- 
dar. 

The motion to discharge the committee was 
agreed to. 

Mr. DAVIS then said he was instructed by the 
committee to ask the Senate to take up and con- 
| sider the ** bill to found a military asylum for the 
relief and support of invalid and disabled soldiers 
of the Army of the United States.”’ 

The motion to take up the bill was agreed to. 
It was read a second time and considered as m 

Yommittee of the Whole. 

The bill was read at length by the Secretary. 
It provides that soldiers of the Army of the United 


| States, and all soldiers who have been, or may 


| hereafter be, of the Army of the United States, 
whether regulars or volunteers, and who have 
contributed, or may hereafter contribute, accord- 
ing to its seventh section, to the support of the 
military asylum thereby created, shall, under the 
| restrictions and provisions which it contains, be 
| members of the asylum, with all the rights an- 

nexed thereto. For the good government and 
attainment of the objects proposed by the institu- 
| tion, the General-in-Chief commanding the Army, 
| the Generals commanding the Eastern and West- 
| ern geographical military divisions, the Quarter- 

master General, the Commissary General of sub- 

sistence, the Paymaster General, the Surgeon Gen- 

eral, and the Adjutant General, are to be ex officio 


of whom shall have power to establish regulations 
| for its general and internal direction, to be submit- 


The 


The bill was read a first time and was ordered | ernor, a deputy governor, and a secretary for each 


to a second reading. 


) separate site of the asylum, the latter to be also 


| 
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treasurer. These officers are to be taken from the 
Army, and to be appointed or removed from time 
to time as the interests of the institution may re- 
quire, by the Secretary of War, on the recom- 
mendation of the board of commissioners, 

The members of the Army asylum who are to 
be entitled to ite rights and benefits are, every sol- 


dier of the Army of the United States who shall || 


have served or may serve honestly and faithfully 
twenty years in the same, and every soldier and 
every discharged soldier, whether regular or vol- 
unteer, who shall have suffered by reason of dis- | 
ease or wounds incurred in the service and in the 
Line of his duty, rendering him incapable of further | 
military service, if such disability has not been | 
occasioned by his own misconduct. It provides, 
however, that no deserter, mutineer, or habitual | 
drunkard shall be received without such evidence 
of subsequent service, good conduct, and reforma- 
tion of character as the commissioner shall deem 
sufficient to authorize his admission. 

And that any soldier who may be admitted into 
the institution for disability, and who shall recover 
his health so as to fit him again for military ser- 
vice, (he being under fifty years of age,) shall be 
discharged. But any pensioner on account of 
wounds or disability incurred in the military ser- 
vice, although he may not have contributed to the 
funds of the institution, shall be entitled to all the 
benefits of the institution upon transferring his 
pension to the asylum, for and during the period 
that he may voluntarily continue to receive such 
Lenefits. 

The provisions of the bill are not to be extended 
to any soldier in the regular or volunteer service 
who shall have been convicted of felony, or other 
disgraceful or infamous crimes of a civil nature, 
since he shall have been admitted into the service 
of the United States. 

The bill further provides that, for the support 
of the institution, the following funds shall be set 
apart and appropriated: Any unexpended balance 
of the appropriation made March 2, 1847, now 
remaining in the Tey for the benefit of dis- 
charged soldiers disabled by wounds; the sum of 
$118,791 19, levied by the commanding general of 
the Army of the United States in Mexico, during 
the war with that Republic, for the benefit of the 
soldiers of the United States Army, regulars and 
volunteers, engaged in that war, but taken posses- 
sion of as funds of the United States and placed 
in the Treasury; all stoppages or fines adjudged 
against soldiers by sentence of courts marshal, 
over and above any amount that may be due for 
the reimbursement of Government, or of individ- 
uals; all forfeitures on account of desertion, all 
moneys not exceeding two thirds of the balance on 
hand, of the hospital fund, and of the post fund 
of each military station, after deducting the neces- 
sary expenses of the year, and all moneys belong- 
ing to the estates of deceased soldiers, which now | 
are, or may hereafter be, unclaimed for the period 
of three years, subsequent to the death of such 
soldier or soldiers, to be repaid by the commis- 
sioners of the institution, upon the demand of the 
heirs or legal representatives of the deceased. It 
provides, also, that from the first day of the month 
next after the passage of the act, there shall be de- 
ducted from the pay of every non-commisioned 
officer, musician, artificer, and private of the Army 
of the United States, the sum of twenty-five cents 
per month, which the Pay Department of the 
Army shall pass to the credit of the commission- 
ers of the Army asylum, who are also authorized 
to receive all donations of money or property made 
by any person oe heeons for the benefit of the in- 
stitution, and hold the same for its sole and exclu- 
sive use; but the deduction of twenty-five cents 

er month from the pay of non-commissioned of- 

cers, musicians, artificers, and privates, of regi- 
ments of volunteers, or other corps of regiments, 
raised for a limited period, or for a temporar 
purpose or purposes, is only to be made with their 
consent, 

The commissioners of this institution, by and 
with the approval of the President, are authorized 
and required by this act to procure for immediate 
use a suitable site for the military asylum, and if 
the necessary buildings cannot be procured with 
the site, to have the same erected, having due re- 
gard to the health of the locations, facility of ac- 
ces#, to economy, and giving preference to such 
places as, with most convenience and least cost, 
will accoramodate the persons to be provided for. 
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The commissioners, with the approval of the 
Secretary of War, are to prepare the necessary 
rules and regulations for the government of the 
institution, and cause the same to be fitted and 
furnished for the immediate reception of the per- | 


sons provided for in the act, and the Sach of || 
Wer 1s to report upon the execution of this duty / 


at the next session of Congress. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without 
amendment, and was ordered to be engrossed for 
a third reading. 


MAIL CONTRACTORS’ FINES. 

Mr. RUSK, from the Committee on the Post 
Office and Post Roads, to which was referred 
House bill for the relief of Dunning R. McNair, 
reported back the same without amendment, rec- 
ommended its passage, and asked for its immedi- 
ate consideration. 

Mr. TURNEY. I should like to hear some 
explanation of this bill. I believe the Postmaster 
General has power to remit fines of contractors, 
and, therefore, 1 think it improper that Congress 
should interfere, unless there is some good and 
substantial reason to justify such an interference. 

The Secretary read the bill, which authorizes 
the Postmaster General to restore to Dunning R. 
MeNair the sum of $425, the amount of fines im- 
properly imposed upon him while a mail contract- 
or from Bedford to Washington, in Pennsylvania, | 
erm that if he accept it he shall be forever | 

arred from making any further claim. 

Mr. RUSK. The papers show this state of the 
ease: There was a contract made to carry the 
mails through a portion of Pennsylvania. The | 
proposition was made to carry the mail in two 
ways. Bids were required in the first place upon | 
this particular route for the transportation of the 
ordinary mail. It was, however, known at the | 
time that it was contemplated to change the direc- 
tion of the great northern mail. Bids were also 
invited to carry the mail in case that change should 
be made. This man was a bidder for a smaller 
amount to carry the ordinary mail on that route, 
and he bid a much larger amount to carry the 
great northern mail. His bids were accepted for 
the ordinary mail, but afterwards they transferred 
the great western mail by that route while he was | 
in the discharge of his duty under his contract 
to carry the ordinary mail. Upon the whole, 
he performed that service remarkably well, but 
there were failures in some cases, for which fines 
were aan’ to which in equity and justice he | 
was not liable. So far from being liable to them, 
he was entitled to additional compensation for car- 


rying the great western mail which was thrown |! 


upon him. 
The bill was reported to the Senate, was read a 
third time, and passed. 


SETTLEMENT WITH A MAIL CONTRACTOR. 
Mr. RUSK also, from the Committee on the 
Post Office and Post Roads, to which was referred 
the joint resolution from the House of Represent- 
atives providing for the adjustment of the accounts 
of John D. Colmesnil, president of the Ohio and 
Mississippi Mail Line Company, reported back the 
same without amendment, recommended its pas- 
sage, and asked its immediate consideration; which 
was agreed to. 

The joint resolution having been considered as 
in Committee of the Whole, and no amendment | 
being proposed, it was reported to the Senate, or- | 
dered to a third reading, and was, by unanimous | 
consent, read a third time and passed. 


RIVER AND HARBOR BILL. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Massachusetts, from the Com- | 
mittee on Commerce, to which was referred House 
bill making appropriations for the improvement of 
certain harbors and rivers, reported back the same 
without amendment, and gave notice that he would 
take an early day to call it up for consideration. 


COMMITTEE ON PRINTING. 

_ Mr. BORLAND, from the Committee on Print- | 

ing, to which the subject was referred, reported a | 

joint resolution providing for ya and settling | 

the accounts of the public printers during the re- | 
cess of Congress; which was read and passed to 

a second reading, 

The resolution isthe same as one heretofore 
at preceding sessions, to constitute the 
retary of the Senate, the Clerk of the House of 
Representatives, and. the clerk of the Committee 
on Printing, a board to examine the work as it is 
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delivered, and to audit the aceounts of the print. 
ers, and thus obviate the necessity of keeping the 
| Printing Committee in Washington during the re. 
| cess. 

On motion by Mr. BORLAND, the Senate pro- 
ceeded to the consideration of said resolution as 
in Committee of the Whole, and no amendment 
having been made, it was ordered to he engrossed 
for a third reading, and was read a third time by 
| unanimous consent and passed. 


NAVY-YARD AT SAN FRANCISCO. 


Mr. GWIN submitted the following resolution, 
which was considered and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Naval Affairs be ip- 
structed to inquire into the expediency of making an appro- 
priation to build a navy-yard on the waters of the Bay of 
San Francisco. 


INDIAN APPROPRIATION BILL. 


A message was received from the House of 
Representatives by Mr. Young, their Clerk: 

“Mr. Presipent: The House of Representatives concur 
mn the amendment of the Senate to the bill making appro- 
priations for the current and contingent expenses of the [p- 
dian Department, and for fulfilling treaty stipulations with 
the various Indian tribes for the year ending the 30th June, 
1852. 7? 


MILITARY COLLECTIONS OP REVENUE, 
On the motion by Mr. PEARCE, the Senate, 
' as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to the 
| consideration of a bill entitled 5 bill in addition 
to an act amendatory of an act entitled ‘An act to 
| provide for the settlement of the accounts of pub- 





|| lic officers and others, who may have received 


from military contributions or 


| money  arisin ) 
exico,’’’ approved third March, 


| otherwise in 

| 1849. 

| Avery long debate ensued, in which many Sen- 
ators took part, which will be published in the 
Appendix. The bill was ultimately ordered to be 
engrossed for a third reading. 


W. B. HART’S RELIEF BILL. 


The bill for the relief of William B. Hart, was 
read a third time and passed. 


REDUCTION OF POSTAGE. 


The act to reduce and modify the rates of post- 
age in the United States, and to provide for the 
coinage of a three cent piece, came up for its 
third reading. 

Mr. RUSK. I ask the unanimous’ consent of 
the Senate to make an amendment in the fifth page 
of the bill, by striking out the words which sim- 
ply repeat the requirement that subscribers to 
periodicals shall pay quarterly in advance. 

The amendment was agreed to by unanimous 
consent. 

Mr. BORLAND. As I stated yesterday, | 
desire to offer a few remarks in opposition to the 
passage of this bill. It has been suggested that 
there is other business which should occupy the 
Senate for a short time; and as I should necessa- 
rily occupy more time than at this late hour the 
Senate would feel disposed to give to this subject, 
I move that the further consideration of the bill 
be postponed till to-morrow, 

Mr. RUSK. I hope not; there are several 
amendments which have been made here which 
must be considered in the House, and I hope the 
bill will be sent there immediately. 

Mr. DAWSON. I presume that as the Sena- 
tor from Arkansas gave us notice that he desired 
to be heard on the question of the passage of this 
bill, and as it is usual to grant such indulgence, it 
will be granted. 

Mr. HAMLIN. I would inquire if the ques- 
tion is not on the motion to postpone the further 
consideration of the bill till to-morrow? _ 

The PRESIDENT. - That is the question. 

Mr. HAMLIN. That being the pending ques- 
| tion, it will come up to-morrow as unfinished busi 

ness, if the Senate now adjourn. I therefore make 
the motion to adjourn. 
| The motion was not agreed to—ayes 15, noes 





17. 


The PRESIDENT. The question now 1s 0n 
the motion to postpone the further consideration 
of the question until to-morrow. ; 

Mr. BORLAND. That is my motion, and I 
made it for this reason: I su there was & 
general desire on the part of the 


nate to adjourn, 
and thinking that the Senate were too tired to 
listen to me now for about an hour, as I suppose 
I shall necessarily occupy about that time, I thought 





~~ 


new ww 








1851. 





» best to postpone my remarks. L 
_» wo on now, if it be the pleasure of the Senate. 
“Mr. BERRIEN. I think a postponement is 
jue, as well from courtesy toward the Senator 
from Arkansas, as the Senate itself, to redeem the 
anderstanding which was expressed the other day. 
When that Senator proposed to state his reasons | 
for his opposition to this bill anterior to its bemg 
nrdered to a third reading, he was requested to | 
postpone them until a future time, and he acqui- 
ed in the suggestion. 
Mr. BALDWIN. 1 do not understand that 
che Senator from Arkansas asks the postpone- 
ment for his own convenience. The Senate have 
manifested their desire to remain in session; and, | 
-s the Senator ‘is willing to proceed with his re- 
marks, | think we should not postpone. | 
| 
| 


est 





The motion to postpone was agreed to, 

Mr. GWIN. I now move that when the Sen- || 
ate adjourns it adjourn to meet at eleven o’clock 
to-morrow, and that the daily hour of meeting shall 
be the same for the residue of the session. 

Mr. BORLAND. I hope that motion will not } 
be adopted, for we have a great deal of business to y 
be done in committees, and it will be impracticable |' 
for the committee of which J am a member to be 
present at eleven o’clock. 


' The motion was agreed to. 
On motion, the Senate proceeded to the consid- 
eration of executive business, and after some time | 
spent therein, the doors were reopened, and— 
" The Senate adjourned. | 
} 
| 
} 








HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Wenpnespar, February 26, 1851. 
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The House met at eleven o’clock. The Journal 
of yesterday was read; when } 

Mr. SEDDON rose to make a correction. He | 


said that his name was recorded in the affirmative | 
upon the motion made yesterday to lay on the |’ 
table the proposition of the Committee on Naval | 
Affairs in regard to the dry dock in California, ! 
while he had really voted in the negative. 

The SPEAKER said that as the vote would | 
not alter the result, the Journal would be so cor- 
rected. 


DRY-DOCK IN CALIFORNIA. 


The House resumed the consideration of the |: 
resolution yesterday reported by Mr. Sranrov, | 
of Tennessee, from the Committee on Naval Af- | 
fairs, viz: 

“ That the House approve the course of the Secretary of 
the Navy, in executing the law for the construction of a 
dry dock in California, and see no reason for further delay | 
in executing the contract for the work, as agreed upon by 
the Department.”? 

Upon which was pending a motion to refer the | 
subject to the Committee of the Whole on the 
state of the Union. 

Mr. STANTON, of Tennessee, said: When I 
addressed the House yesterday in favor of the 
resolution, and in answer to the gentleman from 
Georgia, [Mr. Toomss,] I had proceeded so far | 
as to show that the estimates of the Department |’ 
for this work were higher than the proposals |! 


offered by the Department and accepted by these || 
gentlemen. I had also shown, from the report of | 
the Secretary himself, that these gentlemen had |) 
undertaken the contract under circumstances || 
which I did not then explain, and which I will |! 
now briefly state. The Secretary of the Nav 
handed over to the competing bidders the esti- || 
mates and specifications of the contractors, a thing | 
that is pebble unprecedented in the history of || 
contracts, and these specifications they themselves || 
could not possibly have made, for want of a knowl- |) 
edge of the character of these structures, the pecu- || 
liar nature of which, owing to the patent right, is | 








only known to these patentees;—I say, the Secre- |) 
tary of the Navy handed over these specifications |, 
and estimates to the competing bidders. Yet || 
with all these advantages, they praposed a bid || 
‘ess than five per cent. of that which the contract- | 
ors accepted, and still they refused to guaranty 
‘he Government against a claim for the patent | 
right, which was admitted to be held by the con- 
tractor. Now, sir, in addition to this, the gentle- 
man Who has ‘ereated this difficulty—Mr. H. M. 
Western, of New York—after finding that the 
Seerccary had made this contract with Messrs. 
Dakin, Gilbert, Moody & Co., induced the hon- 
crable gentleman from New York (Mr. Boxer] 
‘o offer a resolution, which was passed by this |! 
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works. He comes here charging Messrs. Dakin, 
Gilbert, Moody & Co., with fraud and extortion; 
et when we come to examine his proposition, it 


is higher than the proposition of these gentlemen | 
_ for some portions of the work, and of course if 


there was any fraud atall, this is far more fraudu- 


lent and extortionate than the contract which the 


Secretary has accepted. Now, under these cir- 
cumstances, after this state of things was exposed 


_and understood by the Committee on Naval Af- | 


fairs, this Mr. H. M. Western issues a circular 


letter to the members of Congress, in which he in- | 


dulges in some illiberal and unfounded allusions 
to members of a former Congress, and I am sorry 
to see that the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. 
Toomss] has lent his influence to these statements 
by repeating them here. But Iam led to sup- 
pose that he is now satisfied of his error in that 


| particular, and that he is disposed to accept a 
proposition which | am prepared to offer in lieu of | 
that which I reported from the Committee on Na- | 


val Affairs. 


Now, sir, the honorable member from Georgia | 


[Mr. Toomss] said yesterday, that the resolution 


which was offered by the committee was decep- | 


tive in its terms, because it implied that a contract 
had been made by the Secretary. I hold in my 


| hands not only the report of the Secretary made | 


to this House, but also the report made by the 
Committee on Naval Affairs of the Senate. 

Mr. TOOMBS, (interpesing.) If the gentleman 
will allow me, I will say, that I said that the res- 


| olution seems to affirm that the Secretary of the | 


Navy desires to carry out this contract. 
Mr. STANTON, {resuming.) Let that 


ass. 


|| I take issue, however, upon the fact, and I be- 
lieve, as the Senate committee has stated, a state- | 


ment which was confirmed by the unanimous vote 
of the Senate, that there has been a contract, a 


contract which is binding in honor at least upon | 


the Government, because it was made in pursu- 
ance of law, and is fair and liberal in its terms to 


the Government. 


The Senate committee says: 


‘<The committee are not aware of any reason to induce | 


them to recommend any amendment or modification of the 


“plan” for this dock prescribed by the law referred to, | 


even were the subject now susceptible of such modification; 
but it appears from the communications of the Secretary 
above mentioned that he had actually contracted for the 


work before the resolution of the Senate was adopted, | 


nothing remaining to be done but to reduce the contract to 
writing, and its execution by the parties. In the absence, 
then, of fraud or misrepresentation, (which is not alleged ,) 


| the committee could net recommend that it should be dis- 


turbed. The only modification of which the plan would 
be susceptible is to dispense witn the “ basin and railway,” 
as authorized by the existing law; but for this, under the 
law the contract is already made. The committee consider 
these appendages as peculiarly important to a dock, should 
they be found, on experiments yet to be tried on alike work 
now in progress of construction at Philadelphia, to be of 


| practical value ; but, as they are further informed by the 


Secretary of the Navy, the contract, as made, authorizes 


him to abrogate so much of it as provides for basin and | 
railway, ‘if the basin and railway in connection with the | 


‘ dock at Philadelphia shall not realize the ends expected 


| §from it upon the experiments to be made at its comple- 


‘tion ;? and in such case the dock ‘ only is to be com- 
‘ pleted and paid for at a proportionate price.’ The com- 
mittee, on the facts thus reported, ask to be discharged 
from further consideration of the resolution. ”? 


The Senate Commitee examined this matter as 


| the Committee of the House have examined it. 


They found the estimates to be fair and moderate, 
and they found that a contract had been made. 
But, sir, in what sort of a position would the See- 
retary of the Navy be placed, if the explanation 
of this matter which was given by the gentleman 
from Georgia [Mr. Toomss] is correct, and the 


| Secretary supposes that this work could be done 


for less than half the amount which he has agreed 
to give the contractor? Why, it would have been 
very Fe error on the part of the a eney and 
would have been justly liable to rebuke, for having 
made such a contract. He should of his own ac- 
cord have stated the matter to Congress, and sub- 
mitted it to be corrected, if he believed himself to 
be obliged by law to make such a contract. But 
the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. Toomps] en- 
tirely misapprehends the position of the Secreta- 
ry. The Secretary does not say that the work can 
be done for less than one half, or about one third 
of what the contractor proposes to do it for. 

Mr. TOOMBS. He says that a sectional-dock 
can be made for one half or one third the amount. 
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But I am ready |) House without any opposition, and then himself | Mr.STANTON. Well, Mr. Chairman, it is 
| submitted to the Committee on Naval Affairs a |! 
_-proposition for the construction of a part of these | 


| @ true statement of the matter, that by cutting off 
more than half the work, you can cut off more 
than half the price of the work. That I admit to 
be true. But, sir, if it were a matter of any con- 
sequence, [ think I should be able to show that 
the basin and railway is an inJispensable portion 
of this work. 
Mr. ‘TOOMBS, (as the Reporter ugferstood 
him.) Has a basineand railway, in connection 
| with the dock, ever been built in any place except 
at Philadelphia and Pensacola ? 

Mr. STANTON. 1 am not aware whether 
such is the case. But this is an invention of 
modern times, and a very recent one. 

Mr. PHELPS. I am informed that some of 
these parties are concerned in a dry dock in New 
| York, and I desire to know if a basin has been 
! constructed there? 


| Mr. STANTON, 


| 


It is very probable that they 
have not constructed one, because you are aware 
that in a place like New York, where there are 
fourteen private docks, besides the great Govern- 
ment stone dock, it is very likely that there may 
be less necessity for a basin. 

But, sir, what has been done in other countries? 
| I have here some information that is very import- 

ant in this point of view. | wilt read it: 


|| In the month of Febrnary last the great naval basin at 
|| Sebastopol was completed, and the largest ships of-war in 
the Russian Navy can now be docked with the greatest 
ease at that port. Some idea may be formed of the magni 
tude of the works when it is stated that the basin covers an 
extent of ten acres of ground, and has seven dry docks, 
|| three on one side and four on the other. ‘The water in the 
basin is thirty feet above the level ofthe Black Sea, and the 
| vessels are taken into it by means of three locks, the iron 

gates of which were made by Messrs. George and Sir John 
{| Rennie, and are sixty-four feet broad, the breadth of the 
locks being twenty-eight fvet deep. A large reservoir bas 
been constructed at some distance from the basin, and the 
former is constantly supplied with water, by allowing a 
river to enter it, while the quantity of water in the basin is 
regulated by slnices from the reservoir. Each of the dry 
docks has asinice, which can be opened and the water 
emptied out in a very limited period, without the trouble of 
pumping, the plan adopted at the docks adjoining basins in 
this country when it is found requisite to empty them at 
high water. The Emperor of Russia is reported to have 
about fifty ships-of-war at present at Sebastopol, and has 
recently received the best description of machinery for ma- 
king blocks and other purposes.”’ 


| 
| 
1 
| 
} 


These works were constructed by the Emperor 
of Russia, and cost no less than $12,000,000. 
We propose to accomplish just as much for 

1,500,000 in California as the Emperor of Russia 

as done for $12,000,000 on the waters of the 
Black Sea. But, sir, this is a matter of no con- 
sequence, because I shall submit a proposition to 
| dispense with that part of the work, although I 

believe that Government will hereafter find 1 in- 
| dispensable, and that it is infinitely cheaper than 
| any other proposition which would offer the same 
accommodations for the repair of vessels in any 
other mode whatever, 

I have stated the circumstances under which this 
Mr, H. W. Western has made this representa- 
tion, reflecting so unjustly, as I think the gentle- 
man from Georgia will acknowledge, on honor- 
able members of this House. 
|| _ And now, sir, the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. 
| Toomss] has spoken of the House of Representa- 
\| tives being degraded, if I understood him correctly. 
|| I think, sir, that the House of Representatives 
| could not be degraded so effectually as by charges 
| of that sort coming from a member of this House, 
|| in the tone and manner in which they were uttered 
|| yesterday by the gentleman from Georgia. I con- 
| sider his remarks in regard to s cial influences 
| acting upon members of Congress as being illib- 
|| eral, to say the least of them; and so far as they 
|| apply to me, if they impute that any other motive 
|| has operated upon me than that I believe the 
| public interest is involved in this measure, they 
\| are utterly groundless and untrue. _I profess to 
|, be governed in this matter by public considera- 
|| tions, and by public considerations alone. And I 
|| ask the dates from Georgia whether, in some 
i future Congress, considering the transactions which 
|| have passed but recently in relation to the late 
|| Seeretary of War—(I know him to be far above 
| any suspicion of improper conduct or influences 
| of any sort)—but I ask him whether, in some fu- 
| ture Congress, when he is not here to defend him- 
‘| self, some future H. W. Western may not come 
, forward, to deal out similar suspicions against 
i him and other gentlemen who defended that trans- 
| action? 
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- game as that subsequently offered by Mr. Asn- | 
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self, as I do with indignation, any allusion or 
insinuation that is calculated to cast upon me a 
suspicion of being influenced by any motive, social | 
or other, that is not connected ,as I said before, with 
t1e public interests of the country as I under- 
ial them. I now offer an amendment, which I 
think meets the views of the gentleman from Geor- 
gia, and obviates the objections which have been 
made to thé proposition reported from the Com- | 
mittee on Military Affairs. ™ ty 
The Crerx read the amendment, which is the 


MUN. |! 

The SPEAKER stated that the amendment was 
not in order pending the motion to commit the 
resolution, 

Mr. BOKEE. Mr. Speaker, I am so conscious 
of the value of the little time remaining of this 
Congress, that I shall detain the House but a few | 
minutes, although I had intended to present my 
views in full in relation to the construction of a }| 
dry dock in California as contemplated by the act 
of last session. 1} 

In offering the resolution calling upon the Sec- 
retary of the. Navy for information, and which 
has resulted in the report of the Naval Committee 
now under consideration, 1 was not influenced | 
by any feelings of opposition to a dock on the | 
Pacific coast, but because of my belief that unless 
Congress interposed by amending the act directing 
one to be constructed, an expenditure of money 
far beyond what was contemplated when the act | 
was passed, and more than was required to furnish | 

| 


all needful facilities to the service would be the 
consequence. Sir, the act in question is but one i| 
of many acts of special legislation, which has |, 
characterized not only this but former sessions of | 
Congress,—legislation which, while it may have | 
resulted in great pecuniary gain to individuals, has | 
been anything else than beneficial to the public in- |, 
terests. Indeed, sir, it has been absolutely detri- 
mental, for it has imposed upon the several Depart- 
ments of the Government expenditures excecding 
in amount the estimates of their respective heads, 
and for objects unnecessary and uncalled for. 

Mr. STANTON inquired if the establishment 
of a dry dock in California, had not been requested | 
by the Department? He would also ask whether 
it would not he a cause of greater outlay and ex- 
pense to send the ships of the Navy backward 
and forward to be refitted, than if a dry dock ex- 
isted on the Pacific coast where they could be 
repaired ? 

Mr. BOKEE did not wish to be interrupted; he 
would come to these points in due course. 

Mr. Speaker, no Department has been embar- 
rassed to a greater degree in consequence of the 
kind of Segislation T have alluded to, than the | 
Navy Department. I would refer honorable mem- 
bers to the reports of 1849 and 1850 to establish 
this fact. In that of Mr. Secretary Preston it is | 
shown, that of an expenditure of nine millions of | 





dollars, one third of that amount was requisite in | 
order to carry out the special enactments of Con- 
gress; and so in the last report of the Secretary || 
of the Navy we find, that about two millions was 
expended for purposes rendered chargeable upon 
that Department by order of Congress. And 
what, sir, is the consequence? A clamor is raised 
throughout the country, particularly at the West, 
and echoed by some of our woutl-be reformers at 
the Rast, that the naval service is extravagantly 
expensive, and that it should be reduced in force 
—a clamor that has had its influence on the com- 
mittee reporting the necessary appropriation bill, 
sin-e we find them reducing the estimates of the 
De oartment below what is believed to be necessary 
for its efficiency; and that, too, at a time, when we 
have a commercial marine exceeding in tonnage | 
that of any other government, and navigating 
every known ocean and sea, and a sea-coast 
nearly double in extent to what we but recently 


ee 


ssessed , both requiring an addition to our present | 


imited number of naval vessels. I say, sir, the 
effect of this special legislation is most disastrous 
to the true interests of the naval service, and there- | 
fore I am opposed to it, and opposed to the execu- | 
tion of this so-called contract, which, if entered 
into at all, was entered into by Congress, and not | 
by the Secretary of the Navy. IT am opposed to | 
forcing upon the Naval Department expenditures 
which the head of that Department believes to be 

unnecessary and uneafled for. 





I have no other object but to throw off from my- || Mr. TOOMBS (interrupting) was content if the patents by which they controlled the Saleen 
Secretary of the Navy thought that a dry-dock | t : 
_ was necessary in California, to make a proper ap- | passed in a very different shape; still it did 


to detain the House, and I will only briefly advert 
to the history of the legislation in reference to the | penditure of money. He was pleased to advise 
very parties who are now here insisting upon an- 
other contract with the Government. I have before | ion that a sectional was to be preferred to a bal. 
me documents emanating from these parties, dating | 
from 1842 . W hen they commenced petitioning | pair the one than the other at a point so fay 
Congress, a 

est, one urging the sectional, and the other the bal- || knew nothing as to the easy for the basin and 
ance floating dock, yetthey were united intheeffort | railway. I was informed, 

' to ee the great advantages either had over the 

, ore 
of their costing so much less to construct. An | some sixteen thousand tonsat fifty dollars per tor, 
impression was made on the Secretary of the || [ advised the Sereney to listen to no such extray- 
Navy, who ordered a commission to proceed to 

New York to examine and report upon the several || for transportation could be made at a much less 
kinds of docks in use in that city. That commis- || rate; and the result proves | was correct, for the 
sion did make the examination, and did report || parties themselves have reduced their estimates to 
favorably, to be sure, upon both sectional and bal- || $36, $38 and $40 per ton, But even at this reduced 
ance docks, but yet expressing a decided preference l 
for stone docks. Finding that divided they were | 
| not sure of success, the interests of the rival parties || $25 per ton. I state this, more to show that the 
were united, and unitedly they again came to 


for a dock, basin, and railway, at Kittery, in 


| best manner, of galvanized iron up to the load line, capa- 


' Floating Dock,’’ published in 1843, the following: 


| and recommendations presented in this document, menibers | 


| pend upon the judgment or opinion of those who are preju- i . 
| diced against all improvements in our Navy, or whose in- || 8€lves to be efficient. 


| serviceable dock for all navai purposes,”’ 


| tional or balance dock, basin and railway. It was | : 
I; not undefstood at the time, that these parties held || dollars. Sir, to that expression I respond: if it 
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otherwise it is fair to presume the act would hays 


x. ; ; tt eMtes pass 
propriation for its construction. But was opposed |\‘and requiring as it did the Secretary to perform a 
to any contract being made by the House, ater 


Mr. BOKEE, 


1 duty imperative in its nature, it was a y 
r. Speaker, it is not my wish 


| which gave that officer great concern, feeling, as 
| he did, that it would result in an unnecessary ex- 


| 


_ with me on the subject, and I gave it as my opin. 
i} 


i 
; 


ance dock, because it would be more easy to re- 


though they were antagonists in inter- | removed as California. At that time, however, | 
also, as to the estimates 
made by these patentees, and among other items, 
understood there was one for the transportation of 


inary stove docks, particularly on the ground | 


agant proposition, as 


was satisfied the contract 


rate, it isnot sufficiently low, for there are those 
who will engage to transport all the materials for 


chairman of the Naval Committee is mistaken ip 
his supposition that I was influenced by Mr. Wes- 
tern, in offering the resolution of inquiry. I had 
been advised in regard to the subject before I knew 
Maine, the same at Philadelphia, and the same at | Mr. Western had any interest in it. 
Pensacola. || Mr. STANTON supposed the gentleman had 
Now, sir, let us see how their repeated proposi- || some of his friends who were willing to take the 
tions made to Congress before the acts adverted to | contract for the transportation of the materials. 
were passed, compare with the amount agreed to || Mr. BOKEE would state, that so far as any 
be allowed them by the contracts entered into by || such consideration was concerned, he was just as 
order of Congress. I haveseveral of these propo- || clear as any gentleman on that floor. His only 
sitions before me, but J will refer to but one or || object was to subserve the public interest, and it 
two of them. From a memorial of John S. Gil- |} was a matter of perfect indifference to him who got 
bert, presented to Congress in 1844, I read the || the contract. 
following: Mr. STANTON said that his only object in 
“ Por a floating dock at Brooklyn, New York, builtin the || making the allusion was te show that the difficulty 
_ arose from the conflicting interests of rival parties. 


Congress, and did succeed in procuring the passage 
of acts directing contracts to be made with them 





ble of raising and sustaining the largest line of battle ship | Mr. BOKEE. 1 will conclude by saving, that 
in our Navy, with armament and stores on board, weighing | hil ‘fi bl Y | oor f ying». 
five thousand two hundred tons, $250,000. whule favorable to the construction of a sectional 


“For a dock to be built in the same manner at Philadel- || dock in California, lam opposed to the connection 
phia, Pennsylvania, for a frigate of the first class, $150,000. || of a basin and railway with it at the present time. 


‘« For a dock to be builtin the same manner at Pensacola, | ‘ o 
for a frigate of the second clase, 100,000. || L have no practical knowledge of my own, but | 


«For basins and railways, to be used in connection with | 21 informed by engineers, that wherever they 
the docks proposed by your memorialist, are estimated to || have been attempted in England, they have failed 
cost $40,000 each.” to answer any practical purpose; and until they 

I read also from a document entitled ‘* A Brief || have been proven to be of value from the trial of 
Sketch of the Plan and Advantages of a Sectional | the three now being constructed by this Govern- 
ment, I would not favor a contract for another. 

Mr. STANTON wished clearly to state, that the 
basin and railway were not to be constructed until 
of Congress will be enabled (without being compelled to de- || those in course of construction had proved them- 


** From the foregoing plain statement of facts, certificates 





terest leads them to oppose) to judge for themselves, | Mr. BOKEE. I wish, Mr. Speaker, to repeat, 
whether it will be for the best interest of the country to con- | that Lam opposed to the kind of legislation L have 


struct an expensive excavated dock, requiring eight years to ilar . : : cere 
build it, at an expense of $1,200,000 when completed, or to referred to. “The act of last session required a cer 


| build an economical floating dock, at an expense of only | In contract to be entered into, without leaving 


$250,000, which ean be completed in six months, and which || any discretion to the Secretary of the Navy. He 
it is believed by those best able to judge, will be the most || has reported to the House that in carrying it into 
ar . . | effect, it will involve an unnecessary expenditure 
So much for the propositions of these parties, as | of nearly a million of dollars. Under such circum- 
made to Congress, and which led to the acts I have || stances, I would not favor the resolution of the 
already referred to, directing contracts to be en- || Committee on Naval Affairs, but would require 
tered mto with them for the three docks I have || that the matter of contract be left to fair and open 
alluded to. In answer to an yd made by me || competition. 
to the Department, and which | have now in my | r. HOLMES said: This is one of the most 
hand, I am informed that, by the several contracts, 
the parties are entitled to, viz: 

“For the balance dock, basin and railway, at Kitterry, 
$732,905. 

“For the sectional dock, basin and railway, at Philadel- | 
phia, 3813,742. 


|| striking illustrations of a remark made very early 
| after the adoption of our Constitution, at our first 
Congress, that the best way to administer this 
Government is to separate the legislative from the 
executive Departments, and, as far as may be, to 

* For the balance dock, basin and railway, at Pensacola, ,| let each Department revolve in its own sphere, and 
$921,937.” bear the responsibilities that attach to it under the 

I need hardly to dwell upon this, for the point I || Constitution. Sir, what is this Congress at the 
make is, that with assurances that a dock, basin || Jast moment of its last session deliberating about? 


‘and railway, necessary for all the purposes of a || We are discussing the propriety or the impro- 


line of battle ship of the largest class, should not || priety ofa contract made by the Executive. What 
cost beyond $300,000, we find existing contracts || is this contract? It is a contract made in compli- 
with the parties for docks, &c., varying from | ance with your own law, according to the terms 
$730,000 to $920,000. of its enactment, and without militating, in “7 
Mr. Speaker, I will now come to the California || particular, inst any principle connected wi 

dock. It will be remembered that the act author- || the subject of contracts. 

izing its construction, as originally proposed, di- | Sir, the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. Toomss] 
rected a contract with certain parties therein || concluded an efficient speech which he has made 
named; yet as finally passed, no names are men- || in opposition, with a noble ex ion—that it 
tioned, but the act directs a contract for a sec- |} were well that we preserved the honor of this 
Government, even if it should cost us millions of 
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cost millions, maintain your honor. Let that / called upon to abrogate this contract. I would | capital she advances. Let us take care how we 


jonor decide, whether you be bound in contract 
or not. If by sentiment, by expression, by im- 


plication, even should it not be upon parchment, | 


sealed and delivered, you have made a contract, 
it is as irrevocable in its action upon a noble mind 
as if it were made under all the sanctions and 
forms of law. Does any man in this federal rep- 
resentative body—I say, does any man deny that 
we are bound, if not by the law, at least by the 


honor that lives in every individual heart, to ob- | 


serve a contract that may not have all the formali- 
ties of the law, but has the sanction of principle? 
Will any man deny that? 

And yet, sir, what says the gentleman from 
Georgia? That this Government has the right— 
whence derived God knows, I do not; it cannot 
be derived from any noble re of humanity— 


that this Government has the right to violate a con- || 
tract whenever it pleases, and shall be the arbiter, | 
the determiner of the damages sustained by one of | 


the contracting parties? . 
Sir, a doctrine such as that would overturn all 


confidence in the relations of individual men with | 
Now let us see how stands this || 


Government. 
case in reference to yourlaws. You have enacted 
a law by which the Secretary of the Navy is not 
simply allowed, but is obligated, to make a contract 
for a dock in California. Did he make that con- 
tract, or ought he not to do it? 
contract we are bound to abide by it. Sir, the 
gentleman says that that contract was not signed, 
sealed, or delivered. Suppose it had been, what 
then? Could not this Congress abrogate it then? 
Is there any power given to any individual under 
the Constitution to sue the nation to enforce a con- 
tract against this Government? I put this question 


to the honorable gentleman from Georgia, and I | 


put it to the House. Suppose the contract had not 
een signed, sealed, or delivered, and all the re- 


quisites had not been gone through; and, yet, that | 


the party contracting had assigned it to another 


pemens and that that person so sub-contracting | 


iad commenced gathering his materials and making 
his arrangements, would that gentleman or this 
House say that the nation would be justifiable, 
either in morality or in ethics, in violating such a 
contract? Tso man would say that. I put that 
question now. We ought to know, that 


in ethics and morality to abide by this understood 
contract ? 


Would anybody doubt it? Would any lawyer 
doubt it? If there is one in this House that would, 
lethim say so! If you wishany respect to remain 


in the great heart of this nation for your laws—_ 
if you wish to be looked upon as noble—you must || 


deal with this matter in this light. 


Sir, this gentleman, Mr. Daken, had your mem- | 
orandum. Yourmemorandum of what? Of your | 


agreement to the contract. And to my mind, the 
whole difficulty appears to be, whether we shall 
consider this pane in the light of a legal con- 
tract, or shall, in a broader and more noble point 
of view, look upon it as an understood agreement, 


which to all intents and purposes isa moral con- | 


tract. In this agreement they have specified a 
certain sum for which they will construct upon 
the Pacific coast a dock for you. Well, a ques- 
tion arises as to the propriety of the construction, 
in connection with this dock, of a basin and rail- 
way. Well, this difficulty is got over at once, 
when we find, on inquiry, that the memorandum 
of the contract provides for the necessity of the 
completion of the dock, basin, and railway, upon 
the result of experiments to be made. 


successful, that we ought to have a dock at any 
and atevery price. But, sir, let me explain this mat- | 
ter of the basin. Suppose this area, this Hall was 
a basin of water, sel thane pillars were docks. | 
You will perceive, you will be able to take out of | 
the basin several vessels at a time for the purpose | 
of repairing and refitting, whilst others that may | 
be waiting for refitting could be in security. The | 
only practical question it seems necessary to set- 
tle is, can we execute this work? For myself, I 
have no doubt that we can. 

Certain persons have undertaken to doit for you | 
ata certain price. It is now said that some other | 
person offers to do it at a less price, and it appears | 
to me that this is the sole reason why Congress is 


If he made that | 


Would not such a contract as this be | 
enforced by Government against an individual? | 


obody | 
can doubt that if these experiments should prove. 


|| ask, are we to be induced by speculative outsiders 
! who infest this Hall, and who are the curse of this 
|| nation, to do adishonorable action? And for what 

urpose ? And 
} emis I would ask, what is it to us whether A or 
| B gets this contract? I would go further than this, 
|} and I would say, what is it to this nation that is 
spending millions of dollars annually, that we do 
|| spend $75,000 more than another man says he 
will do it for? Sir, the difference loses itself when 
we consider that it is a cheap price at which 
we buy the character of being a faithful nation. 
|| If we do otherwise, we lose that which is above 
price in matters of legislation. 
|| other day said jocularly to me, (although I look 
|| upon it as no joke,) when an appeal from the de- 
'| cision of the Chair was taken, ‘* Why don’t you 
vote against his decision ?”’ 
| was, **I have still some conscience left.’’ His 
reply, jocularly, was, ‘* Then you had better go 
out of Congress at once.’? That reply, although 
in joke, contains a great deal of sad sense. ; Sir, 
it is my misfortune to have some conscience left; 
and this attempt to violate the contract, and then 
ourselves awarding the violated parties the amount 


For the benefit of an individual. 


rality or in ethics. But perhaps I am wrong. 
There is another point to which I wish to allude. 
It is, that if this opposition prevail, the result will 
be that nine months will elapse before Congress 
will be able to make an appropriation for the dry 
dock in California, and therefore, ifitis necessary to 


now made. 

When I had the honor of being on the Navy 
Committee, it was I who recommended the gentle- 
'| men who now come forward for this contract to 
unite, but who then were contestants for two rival 
|| descriptions of docks. I recommended them to 

unite. And I did so because for months we had 
1 been perplexed in respect to the relative merits of 
'| the two plans; and to prevent further loss of time 
'| I made my suggestion. I told them, Both your 
'| docks have at all events great merits, but I advise 


‘| you to compromise. Let the nation get the merits | 
though | 
this may not be a contract in reality, yet every- | 
thing is reduced to writing; and are we not bound | 


of your discoveries. You have been quarreling 
long enough, now make a compromise. aan 
have done so, and what is the result? Why, al- 
ready their docks are commenced, and one, I 
believe, is finished. And we are about to contract 
for a dock in California for the convenience of ves- 
sels navigating the Pacific coast. Vessels naviga- 
ting that coast, after encountering the difficulties 
of the cape, will find a dock in which they can 
refit very useful. They will not, as m 


further damaged by the return voyage. And 
here I would remark to 
much better to erect a dock which will cost you 
$2,000,000, than to have vessels that are damaged 
on the Pacific coast, to make the return voyage at 
great peril, and cost treble the sum in refiting, in 
|| addition to the losses sustained by their removal 
from their positions. 


| 
| Gentlemen talk about the expense of transport- 
| 


ing to California the materials requisite. But here 
let me tell gentlemen who thus so gravely talk 
about expense, that California is going to be the 
salvation of the commercial community of this 
nation. Sir, you can afford to expend any money 
on California, and especially ought the specu- 
lative portion of the community to agree to any- 


Sir, look at these facts. 
foety-two millions of dollars than your imports, 


A gentleman the | 


The answer I made | 


of damages that we shall be compelled by law 
to pay, does not appear to me right either in mo- | 


| time upon it? 


be made, I think it should be done at once—a thing | 
that cannot be done unless the appropriation be | 


| to us? 


| other? 


friend | 
! 

from Tennessee says, have to be ordered home at 

a vast expense and inconvenience, to be still | 


olitical economists, How | 


thing which will in any a advance dees i 
our exports are less by 


One hundred and fifty millions of dollars of" 


our stock have been transferred into the hands of | 


nglish capitalists. And in view of this, let me | 
ask gentlemen whether there is not some reason | 
to expect, aye, and reasonably too, that ere lo 


such a revulsion will overtake the commercial an | 
industrial world here, compared to which 1837, || ate 
tion originally 


with all its disasters, was but a stiff breeze to a 
Cape tornado? In 1837 and °38, banks were com- 
pe ie payment; and if you are not 


ou are importi 000,000 of gold per year 
rom California. hen she is thus so clearly con- 
tributing to our advantage, the expenditure pro- 


posed will be little more than interest upon the 


to 
compelled to do that ere long, it will be because | ‘ " é 
} motion to commit was pending. 


are too economical in this respect. If we don’t 
take care of her, she will find that it is much better 
for her to take care of herself. Sir, Great Britain, 
in her economy, lost these States. In her economy 
she restricted us. And what is the result? We 
felt a growing energy. And feeling a giant’s wish 
to exercise a giant’s strength, in a country whose 
bosom is of gold, whose valleys teem with fertility, 


‘and whose forests are luxuriant to an extreme, 


we tried that strength, and found it, unaided, all- 
sufficient for our wants, 

I ask you, then, not to stop the expenditure of 
a few thousand dollars on California. Let her not 
feel that her interests are adverse to our own. But 
let her find that she is recognized as a part of this 
common Government, having interests alike to, 
and equally respected with, the sister States of this 
cdnfiberantve tion. If you restrict her, you 
know not what convulsions may follow. 

1 appeal to this House, to view the ease in 


' another light: Whether we ought not to look with 


some suspicion on a movement like that proposed. 
You have, as 1 have endeavored to show, morally 
entered into a contract for the construction of this 
dock; and it appears to me (for I eannot express 


| myself in measured terms) you are called upon by 


the meanness of one man to violate that contract 
for the sake of that man’s gain. 

Let us take another view of the case: Must it 
not strike the House that this contract being made, 
the persons who have taken it have spent their 
They made the requisite exemina- 
tions and specifications, or at least some of them; 
and does it become us to jeopardize the faith of 
the United States, by putting them to loss for such 
considerations as those which have been addressed 
Does it become the Representatives of the 
people, for the benefit of one man, to injure an- 
Does it so become this House to injure 
individuals? This Government should be a parent, 
to foster and cherish its children, and should not 
show ingratitude for the efforts and energies that 
already have been put forth for her enlargement 
and exaltation. F 

Mr. TOOMBS said, that at the request of a 
number of gentlemen who desired to vote on the 
proposition of the committee as modified, he would 
withdraw his motion to refer the resolution to the 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union. 

Mr. JONES inquired if the morning hour had 
not expired ? 

The CHAIRMAN said that it had not. 

Mr. ASHMUN moved the following as a sub- 


| stitute for the resolution: 


“That the Secretary of the Navy be requested to modify 
the contract he has made for the construction of a dry dock 


| in California, as reported by him in his letter to this House 
| of the 2ist January last, so as to limit the same to the con- 


struction of the floating dock alone, without the basin and 
railway; provided the contractors will agree to build the 
same at the estimates of the actual cost of that portion of the 


| work, to be made by a board of commissioners, consisting 


of the chief naval constructor and the chief civil engineer 


| of the department, and the chief machinist of the Washing- 


ton navy-yard, under the direction of the said Secretary; 
and provided the Secretary shall consider the said estimates 


|| fair and reasonable.’’ 


Mr. A., at the request of gentlemen on all sides 


' of the House, moved the previous question. 


Mr. PHELPS asked the gentleman from Mas- 


| sachusetts to withdraw the demand for the previous 
quero, to 


ermit him to make a motion to refer 
the bill to the Committee of the Whole on the 


_ state of the Union. 


Mr. ASHMUN declined to witndraw his amend- 


|, ment. 


Mr. PHELPS moved to lay the resolution on 
the table. 


Mr. SCHENCK wished to inquire what was 
the position of the question? A resolution was 
reported from the Committee on Naval Affairs, 
and the gentleman from Tennessee (Mr. Stanton] 
afterwards offered a different proposition. 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ten- 
nessee has submitted no proposition which has 
been entertained by the Chair, except the resolu- 
reported from the Committee on 


Naval Affairs. The resolution suggested by the 


gentleman from Tennessee was not in order, and 


the chair so informed him at the time, as the 
Since then the 
motion to commit has been withdrawn, and the 


' gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. Asumun]} 
| has offered the amendment which has been read. 
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Mr. OTIS called for the yeas and nays on the 
motion to lay the resolution on the table. 

And the yexs and nays were ordered. 

Mr. POTTER inquired if the morning hour 
had not now expired! i 

The SPEAKER replied that it had. 1) 

Mr. POTTER asked the unanimous consent of | 
the House to make a report from the Committee |! 
on the Post Office and Post Roads, 

Mr. SCHENCK objected to any committee 
being allowed to report out of its order. 

POST ROUTE BILL. 

Mr. POTTER moved to suspend the rules to || 
enable bim to present the report. 

‘The question was taken, and the motion to sus- || 
pend the rules was carried, (two thirds voting in | 
the affirmative.) 

Mr. POTTER, from the Committee on the | 
Post Office and Post Roads, reported the post | 
route bill, 

The bill was read twice by its title. | 

Mr, POTTER said that if he could gain the at- | 
tention of the House for a few moments, he would | 
explain what there was in the bill. The object of 
the bill was to provide for the establishment of 
post routes in the United States. He had taken 
gre pains in drawing the bill. He gave notice that 

e was preparing the bill, and most of the mem- 


i? 


i] 


i 


| 


bers interested in it had had an opportunity of 
examining and perfecting it. The bill was al- | 
ready engrossed, and he hoped there would be no | 
objection to put it on its 
Mr, McGAUGHEY 


e at once, 

noped the bill would not 
be put upon its passage until members had had 
an opportunity of amending it, 

Mr. POTTER made a suggestion in reply | 
which the Reporter was unable to hear. 

Mr. MeCLERNAND wished to inquire of the | 
Chair if it was competent to the gentleman from | 
Ohio to put the bill upon its passage now? 





The SPEAKER said that the House could put 
it upon its passage. 
Mr. MeCLERNAND said that the fidelity of | 
H 


committees to their trust was impugned because 
they had not reported. He had been ready to re- i 
port upon matters of great public importance for | 
weeks, but had had no opportunity of doing so. 

The SPEAKER stated that the House, by a | 
suspension of the rules, had enabled this bill to be 
reported, 

‘he question was then taken on ordering the | 
bill to be engrossed and read a third time, and it 
was decided in the affirmative. 

The bill was read a third time by its title. 

Mr. FEATHERSTON desired to offer an 
amendment to the bill, 

Mr. POTTER hoped the gentleman would not | 
insist on amending the bill now, but would let it | 
pass atonce. The amendment could be made in 
the Senate, 

Mr. JONES ealled for the reading of the bill. 

The SPEAKER said that it was too late. The || 
bill had been ordered to be engrossed and read a | 
third time, and had been read a third time by its 
title. If the gentleman now asked for the reading, 
it would be for the House to determine whether it 
should be read or not. 

Mr. JONES said that the House had nofright to || 

s the bill without its being read. 

The SPEAKER said that the bill had been | 
read in the usual manner by its title. If the 
House thought proper, they could order it to be | 
read in full. 

The question being taken, the House refused to | 
have the bill read in full. 

Mr. JONES wished to inquire if the House | 
could pass a bill without having it read at all, and | 
without any member having seen it but those on | 
the committee which reported it? If he was not 
mistaken, the Constitution of the country required | 
that every bill shouid beread, but this bill had not | 
been read—not a line of it. 

The question was then taken on the passage of | 
the bill, and it was decided in the affirmative. 

So the bill . 

Mr. POTTER moved to reconsider the vote by | 
which the bill was pees and to lay the metion | 
to reconsider on the table; which latter motion It 
was agreed to. 


REPORT FROM COMMITTEE ON ACCOUNTS. 


Mr. MASON asked the unanimous consent of | 
House to report fromthe Committee on Accounts 
the following resolutions: 





TRE | GON 


| rendered in the case of the contested election between Wil- | 


mittee and the amendment thereto, if the motion 


contingent fand thereof, to the several members of tie pres- 
ent Congress who were prevented by domestic affliction, 
or sickness,or by accident or casualty on the route, from 


resent Congress, the amount to which they would have 
n entitled if they had not been so detained. 
Resolved, That the Clerk of this House pay out of the 
contingent fund thereof, to Judge J. F. Kinney, of Lowa, 
the sum $419 15, the amount of his account for services 


| attendance at the commencement of either session of the | 
| 


liam Thompson and Daniel F. Miller. 


Mr. CARTTER objected. | 

Mr. MASON moved to suspend the rules to | 
enable him to introduce the resolution; which mo- 
tion was not agreed to. 

Mr. BAYLY moved that the rules be suspend- | 
ed, and that the House resolve itself into Com- | 
mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union. | 

Mr. ASHMUN inquired what would become | 
of the resolution reported from the Naval Com- | 

| 
| 


of the gentleman from Virginia prevailed? 

The SPEAKER said that it would go upon the 
Speaker’s table. 

The question was then taken on Mr. Barry’s 
motion, and it was agreed to. 


MEXICAN INDEMNITY BILL. 

So the House resolved itself into Committee of 
the Whole on the state of the Union, (Mr. Boyp, | 
of Kentucky, in the chair,) and resumed the con- | 
sideration of the bill to provide for carrying into | 
execution, in further part, the twelfth article of | 
the treaty with Mexico, concluded at Guadalupe 
Hidalgo. 

The pending question was on the amendment of 
Mr, Brooks, to add to the bill a provision that 
‘the President be directed, as in case of loans 
‘made for the use of the United States, to adver- 
‘tise and receive proposals, and contract for the 
‘ payment of the said installment through the high- 
‘est responsible bidder.” 

Mr. KING, of New Jersey, said: The question 
before the committee, I believe, is the amendment | 
of the gentleman from New York, [Mr. Brooks,] | 
requiring that the payment of the Mexican indem- 
nity. due ir. May, 1852, shall be made only after 

ublic tenders, and then by the highest responsible 

idder. This, upon its face, appears reasonable, | 
and if I believed it were practicable, I should be | 
the last man in this House to object to it. J am 
not against this Government making coutracts. I 
am not against this contract being made with any 
responsible parties with whom the Government 
may choose to deal. But I am against this House 
naming contractors in any law, or undertaking to 
exercise that discretion which properly belongs to 
an executive officer of this Government, for I 
think this House is entirely unfit for that duty. 
And I believe I shall be able to show in this case, 
if such a plan were adopted, that it would only 
have the effect to bring us back to the point where 
we are now. It is not like a contract for a loan, 
to which the amendment likens it, because that 
provides merely for the payment of a sum of 
money for the loan, which is always taken with 
security, by way of deposit paid beforehand, and 
in case of default, what remains to be paid can al- 
ways be obtained in the general market by the 
sale of the stock. In the present case the Execu- 
tive of the country is bound to execute the treaty 





stipulations; and in order to perform that duty, it 1s 
not only required that the parties shall be respect- 
able men, and responsible men, but they must be 
men who have the means of carrying out the stip- 
ulations of the treaty. Now, such means do not 
depend upon capital alone, nor credit alone, nor 
character alone, but upon a combination of all 
these qualifications, together with existing connec- 
tions and correspondence in London, Mexico, and 
New York; fof without such combination, no as- 
surance can be felt that the contract if entered 
into can be certainly and punctually performed at 
the time and place indicated. 

On this account, applicants however responsible, 
yet not possessing ah the requisites which I have 
mentioned, should not be contracted with, for the 
Government cannot be absolutely certain that the 
stipulations of the treaty will be carried into effect 
upon the day fixed; and if there be no certainty 
upon this point, the treaty might be broken, and 
the committee will see that no damages which 
might be recovered would ever satisfy the Govern- 
ment of Mexico for a violation of treaty obliga- 
tions. At the risk of appearing to enter too much 
into detail [ must state that in order to bring this 
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Resolved, That the Clerk of this House pay out of the || matter downto a perfect certainty, the Sere 
n- 


ment could not give the contract to any 


however responsible, respectable, or inte! valid 
who had not the needful connection and esia',’ 
blished correspondence in business, in these so. 
eral countries,and who could not be relied upon f, 
carrying out the stipulations of the treaty in “ 
strictest terms. This being done, the Governmen, 
would have performed its duty, and its whole dy:.. 
and to do that, it needs no instruction or interf;,. 
ence on the part of this committee, which, beyon, 
the appropriation of the money, has, it seems ;, 
me, nothing to do in the matter. The fact that 


'| another tender had been made, has been intimate; 


to this committee, and that the Department of Sta; 
was offered higher terms than those accepted jy 
the existing contract for this transaction. [t js 
contended that the Department had before it a ten. 
der made by Messrs. Rothschild, who offered fou, 

er cent. premium. The facts are as follows 

hey made a tender of four per cent. bonus at firs:. 
limited in time to somewhere about April; the |; 
was prolonged until May, and afterwards untij t}. 
first of July, when it was decidedly and_uneguiro- 
cally withdrawn. The gentleman from New York 
[Mr. Brooks] stated that there was some rerb,) 
understanding with the Secretary of Stat, thai this 
tender might be, or would be renewed, and neg. 
tiations revived on this sybject, and that it was 
expected that this would take place as soon as the 
Secretary was ready to act. That such expect. 
tion may have existed, may or may not be the case: 
and whether it is the fact or not is unimportant, 
It is at least but a mere surmise, and verbal yp- 
derstandings cannot govern in such matters, or 
even be considered, especially when the Secretary 
of State with whom the understanding was said 
to exist had retired, and another had succeeded 
him, and when, too, the then incumbent appears 
in nowise to have had such understanding as is 
claimed. The fact, Mr. Chairman, is undoubted, 
that there was on file of the Department no record 
ofany such arrangement. There was no evidence 
that any party at that time was willing to pay the 
Government any bonus to carry out the treaty stip- 
ulations. 1 have before me a document whieh 
proves clearly this fact, It is a letter in reply to 
the Secretary of State, who makes the inquiry 
from the proper clerk in his Department, Mr. 
Hunter, whether there is on file any record of « 
tender from any party, in relation to this subject. 
The letter is as follows: 

September 16, 1850. 

Six: Pursuant to the directions contained in your note 
of this date, I have again carefully examined all the papers 
on file in this Department relating to the offers for paying 
the installments due to Mexico on 31st May, 1851 and 1832, 
according to the treaty of Guadalupe Hidalgo, and find that 
no other proposition than that of Messrs. Baring, Broihers 
& Co., was pending the 10th August. 

I have the honor to be, sir, &c., W. HUNTER, 
Hon. Danie, WEBSTER. 

Mr. K. continued: That offer was to pay three 
and a half per cent. premium for the privilege of 
performing these treaty stipulations. It was from 
the same party who had paid the first instalmen: 
under a contract entered into with Mr. Walker, 
who was then Secretary of the Treasury; for it 
seems, at that time the business was transacted 
in that Department, though afterwards change 
during thé administration of General Taylor. 
They, I say, performed these duties which were 
imposed on them by the contract, faithfully and 
punctually, and to the entire satisfaction of this 
Government, and to that of Mexico. This party 
made another proposal on the 9th of August to 
perform the same duty. I have just shown tha! 
there was at that time no other proposition before 
the Department when this proposal was accepted. 
It is said that a premium. of. three and a half per 
cent. is not as much as should have been offered. 
This will be found not to be correct when the 
facts are known. Indeed, I very much dou)t 
whether, on account of the change in the value o! 
silver bullion, seriously affecting the rates of ex- 
change, the contractors will be able to realize any 
profit from the transaction, so far as regards the 

yment of the third instalment in May next. In- 
teed they may lose their labor and pains, withov' 
receiving any reward; but, nevertheless, my worl 
for it, they will perform the contract, and the 
money will j paid in the city 0! 


ust as certainly be pa , 
Mexico, as it will be due. _ Now it seems there 's 


but one practicable mode of paying the money ' 
Mexico, It cannot. be done by the Governmen' 
transporting there gold or silver. It must be 
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ico, London, and New York; and it requires that 
the same course should be pursued as in an 
commercial transaction of a similar character. 
repeat, they must have agents in the sity of Mex- 
ico, and there must be banking-houses in London 
and at New York, ont 

With regard to the operations in exchange be- 
tween these res ective places, I am quite sure 
they are not sufficiently extensive to accomplish 
the object within less time than is allowed, even 


by making the appropriation now, for Mexico is | 


a city of limited foreign trade. There is only a 
certain amount of commercial transactions there. 
1 think £40,000 sterling is all that could probably 
be negotiated for this object, by any one foreign 
mail. There are, I believe, two mails per month, 
which would make £80,000 sterling as the high- 
est sum which could be negotiated in any month— 
£30,000, or nearly $400,000. At this rate it would 
require eight months to pay $3,200,000, which is 
the amount due to the Government of Mexico, 
according to the treaty,in May, 1852. It therefore 
becomes indispensably necessary, if prompt pay- 
ment is to be secured, to make arrangements with 
some party which possesses the means of carry- 
ing out the contract. 

1 believe the contract is as favorable a one as 
could have been obtained from any one competent 
toperformit. Now itis objected thatthe contractors 
have loaned money at enormous interest to the 
Mexican Government. If it be so, it was their own 
money, and not that of the United States—and 
that is no concern of ours. As to the rate of in- 


terest, I presume if the Mexican Government | 


could have borrowed money at any cheaper rate 
they would have done so; so that after all they paid 
no more than the state of their credit required; and 
surely that is not a matter of inquiry here, when the 
House is informed that no part of our money was 
used in thistransaction. Itis perfectly clear that the 
Mexican Government, or any other Government, 
would not borrow money at a higher rate when 
they could get it at a cheaper one, ‘The assertion of 
the gentleman from Ohio, |Mr. Cartrer,] thatthese 
parties have taken the money of the United States 
and have used it and the credit of the United States 
to enable them to make money by loaning it at usu- 
rious interest to the Mexican Government, is thus 
shown to be entirely without foundation. These 
contractors have not touched one dollar of the money 
of the United States; and if they have made loans to 
the Mexican Government it was from their own 
funds; and how they have used those funds I do 
not know, and I am not disposed to inquire; nor 
do I believe that it concerns this House to inquire 
into the matter. Now as to using the credit of this 
Government: they have not had it under their con- 
trol at all—nor would it have aided their negotia- 
tions to have been known as contractors with it— 
theirexchange operations depended upon their own 
credit and resources. Suffice it, then, to say, that 
no part of the money of the United States was 
used in any transaction of these contractors. 


The terms that were proposed by these parties 


were, that they were to pay this Government three 
and a half per cent. premium, and the contract was 
that they should pay in the city of Mexico dollar 
for dollar of that indemnity. that our Govern- 
ment received a large bonus, and Mexico is to re- 
ceive all that the treaty secures to it. It has been 
attempted to be shown that this contract could 
have been made upon better terms, and that by an- 
other contract, to which reference has been made, 
this Government might have received a larger pre- 
mium; but the committee will observe, if the pro- 
posals for that contract could have been accepted, 
that Mexico would have received payment from 
the contractors under a large discount, whereas 
by the existing contract our Government receives a 
bonus of three and a half per cent. while the Mex- 
ican Government receives the whole indemnity 
provided by the treaty, without any discount what- 
ever. By the arrangement said to have been en- 
tered into with Mr. Marks, to which reference has 
been made, this Government would have been 
offered four and a half per cent. bonus, and Mexico 
would have been charged three and a half pet cent. 
forservices, making eight per cent. to be deducted 
from the instalment. Now all this is, in fact, in 
diminution of the amount of the instalment, and, 
therefore, upon every dollar due to Mexico ninety- 
two percent. would be paid here, which, at three per 


cent. premium, receivable in Mexico, would yield | 


through the medium of exchanges between Mex- less than ninety-five per cent. upon every dollar || if the gentleman will allow me. If the Ge 


| which our Government has engaged to pay in full, in 
_ thecity of Mexico. I ask this committee which con- 
|| tract, upon this statement, ought to receive their 


|| sanction, even if the question were an open one? | 


| which [ contend it is not, but closed by a contract 
| lawfully and considerately, and beneficially entered 
| into by the Executive department. 

1 I contend, Mr. Chairman, that the Secretary 
| had a right to make the contract; that it was a 
good contract—as good as could have been made. 
|| It is made, too, with a party who had in a similar 
\ transaction proved his ability and fidelity, and 


\j 

I maintain not only that he had a perfect right to 
_make the contract, but that he mons to have made 

| it; and, moreover, that in good faith and with a view 
| to the public interest, this House cannot recind it 

| unless they pass a vote of censure upon the Seere- 


| tary of State for the performance of his duty under || 


| the sanction of the President; which I do not think 
| they will do, without some evidence of malfeas- 
| ance or mistake. 


| Mr, Chairman, there is no pretence either of | 


| after the tender of Mr. Rothschild was withdrawn, 
| and when there was no other proposal before the 
Government. Under these circumstances the 
| Secretary of State had a right, and indeed was 


| called upon to make the contract which has been | 


made. I am sure that the Messrs. Rothschild 


knew well their business—they counted well the | 


} 
malfeasance or mistake. The contract was made 


\risk and the gain—and they withdrew the pro- 


et ok 
| bonus, which is just half per cent. more than 
| clearly shows how near the mark this contract 
| was fixed, and this, too, without any public 
| tender whatever. All must admit that this Gov- 


|| ernment was bound to execute the peniy stipula- | 


| tions. They had no option, and the only way in 
| which they could execute those stipulations with 
Coen and punctuality, was to employ parties 
upon whom implicit confidence might be placed; 
| service were those whom the Government had 
before employed. They faithfully performed their 
| engagements then, and they will do so again. I 

venture to say at this time, that if the facts were 
known, the Mexican Government are better satis- 
fied with this contract than they would have beeii 


successful; and in coming to that conclusion, I 
Pe upon the ground that a debt paid in one 
vundred cents to the dollar is preferred to one 
which must be cancelled fer ninety-five cents for 
one hundred, which is all that the Marks ar- 








| upon this transaction—a change resulting from the 
unexpected variation in the value of silver bullion, 
| Mr. OTIS (interrupting) was understood to 
| ask if, when this matter was up last year, and the 
|| posals, whether the gentleman from New Jersey 
fMr. Kine] did not say it was a fair and proper 
mode of ascertaining the suitable rates for con- 
| tracting? 
| Mr. KING. Ithink the gentleman from Maine 
| (Mr. yank must be under a misapprehension. 
| Mr. OTIS. I understood him on a previous 
occasion to be in favor of this mode of public ten- 
| contract had been made, he was desirous to sus- 
tain it. 


|, Mr. KING. My opinions always have been | 


Government contracts are in question; but it is ad- 
mitted that when I ascertained that a contract had 
| been made, I was for sustaining that contract—be- 
| lieving then, as now, that it was a lawful and ad- 
| vantageous contract. Iam of the same mind now, 
| and prepared again to support a lawful and existing 


| in favor of public tenders where practicable when 





far as experience and my reflections guide me, I 


| think now, that public tenders for such contracts | 


as these are not needful to reach the best terms of 


| contracting, as I have endeavored to show in some || 
| Of my preceding remarks; and I should really be | 
| willing to listen, if the honorable gentleman would | 


| answer these remarks. 
Mr. OTIS. I would like to make a suggestion, 


| who will carry this one out to the satisfaction both | 
of this Government and the Mexican Government. | 


osal to pay this Government the four per cent. | 


|is paid under the contract in existence. This | 


and it so happened that the only bidters for the | 


| if any attempt in behalf of Mr. Marks had been | 


rangement would have paid to Mexico. I have | 
said that the change in the rates of exchanges 
will have a most important and injurious bearing || 


suggestion was then made to advertise for pro- | 


| ders; but. I admit, when he ascertained that a/| 


contract. I will add, with perfect frankness, that so | 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 695 


vern- 
| ment of Mexico were willing to pay Mr. Marks 
| eight per cent. then, would they not be as willing 
| to give eight per cent. now? 
Mr. KING. As the Government of Mexico 


| have made no communications, to my knowledge, 


|| on the subject, 1 do not know what t ey would be 


|| willing todo, If they were willing to do as sug- 


gested, we ought not to lend our aid to place them 
| In a worse condition than is their right, under the 


should we aid in making the Government of Mex- 

ico sacrifice four per cent. in order to put the dif- 
| ference in contractors’ pockets? The gentleman 
virtually asks why the United States should not 
| require Mexico to take ninety-five cents, instead of 
|adollar? I take it that the House does not need 
| any answer to such a proposition. Our duty 
| is to pay the full amount, and we have contracted 
} to do so. Let that contract stand, and Mexico 


i treaty, which provides for payment in full, Why 


, will get her full dues, and we receive a bonus of 
} $111,300. Thatsome loss to the contractors is very 
| likely, and that the bonus of three and a half per 

| cent. is in great jeopardy on their part, I am also 

| free to confess, But this is their concern. This 
|| committee would probably have no disposition, 
| nor will they be asked, to interfere. I speak with 
confidence, from long acquaintance with all the 

arties; but I have no more personal or pecuniary 
interest in this matter than any or every other 
gentleman in this House. 

Now as to the necessity of an early appropriation 
of this money, I think a word may be repeated. 
|| The question is asked, why make this appropria- 

tion now? The gentleman from Ohio (Ar. IN- 

Ton] has said, if this appropriation was not passed 
now, it would not be until the middle of the next 
session, even if so soon, and then, that there 
would not be time to carry out our treaty stipula- 
tions, as that period aa approach so near the 
time at which the indemnity is due in Mexico, as 
to leave no possibility of its being paid. 

I believe there is no other mode than to give the 
parties full time to execute their contract. I have 
shown you, that the three millions two hundred 
thousand dollars cannot be placed in Mexico, 
unless several monthss are allowed to do it in. 
I believe the present contractors have not been 
able through exchanges to raise more than a 
million of dollars, although they have had an 
| able agent in Mexico for the last five months. 
I believe, also, that with any and all efforte on 
| their part it will not be within their power to 

sell as much exchange in the Mexican market 
| as will enable them from such sources (and there 
are no other except borrowing themselves there) 
| to pay this next installment, and they will be driv- 
en to their own resources. But I will assure this 
committee, from a personal knowledge of the par- 
ties concerned, there willbe no default, defalcation, 
or delay; and that the treaty stipulations of the 

Government will be faithfull aa honorably per- 

| formed. I trust this and all other amendments 

| will be rejected, and that the bill will be passed as 
it was reported from the Committee of Ways and 

Means. 

Mr. ALLEN said: In the course of the discus- 
sion of this matter which is now before the com- 
mittee, it will be remembered that I spoke last 
| evening upon the subject. I was followed by one 
or two individuals, with remarks which were 
highly vituperative in their character and entirely 

ersonal from beginning to end. I ask now the 
indulgence and magnanimity of the committee to 

allow me to reply to those personalities, and I 

promise not to occupy the time of the House more 

than half an hour. Poa the committee will af- 
ford me this opportunity. I ask their unanimous 
consent to reply to the remarks of my colleague, 
[Mr. Asumoun,] last evening. 

Mr. JONES. [I object. 

A Voice. You are entitled to four minutes 


| yet. 
. Mr. ALLEN. It is impossible for me to meet 
| the remarks which have been made in the s of 





five minutes. I am quite surprised that objection 
should be made. I hope I shall not again be in- 
terrupted. 

Mr. CASEY. I object. 

Mr. ALLEN. | ask if this committee will re- 
fuse to do me this simple act of justice? 

Cries of “Go on! go on!”” 

Mr. ALLEN. I took occasion, on last eyen- 
ing, to remark among ether things—— 


& 
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Mr, CASEY. I rise toa point of order. My 
oint of order is, that the gentleman from New 
Sander’ (Mr. Kine,] cannot yield the floor to the 
gentleman from Massachusetts, (Mr. Atuen,] for 
the purpose of making a speech, except by unani- 
mous consent, 


The CHAIRMAN. The gentlemanfrom Mas- || 


sachusetis is entitled to the floor. 


Mr. ALLEN, I hope the gentleman from Penn- | 


sylvania has now sufficiently shown his zeal to 
earry out strictly the rules of the House, to be 
satisfied, and not again encroach upon the four 
minutes which are allotted to me. 

Mr. CASEY, I rise to another point of order. 
The gentleman from Massachusetts has already 
spoken on this subject, and carmot make another 


speech as long as any other gentleman wants the || 


floor. 

The CHAIRMAN. 
claimed the floor. 
chusetts is entitled to the floor and will proceed. 


Mr. ALLEN. 


No other gentleman 


came into his office. 
they were not sufficiently informed of the fact be- 
fore, that he stood in his place as much a hired 
agent and stipendiary of Wall street and State 
street, as a servant of the Government and coun- 
try. [gave you the particulars of the arrange- 


ment by which certain gentlemen came forward | 


and voluntarily contributed their means to carry 
out that arrangement. I stated the terms ‘of that 
arrangement, by which, upon the call of the Sec- 
retary himself, a certain sum of money was to be 
paid in Boston, and a like sum in New York, as 
a compensation for his accepting the office of Sec- 
‘retary of State. Now, how were these statements 
met?) With facts? Not at all. Were they 
treated us facts, of no importance if true? Not 
atall. I did not hear any distinct declaration of 
my colleague—for I cannot speak of his broken 
utterance last evening as containing any distinct 
declaration—that the statements I made were sub- 
stantially untrue. But, notwithstanding, a mem- 
ber of this House had felt it to be his duty, upon 
his responsibility, to utter grave facts for the con- 
sideration of the House. One gentleman and 
another rises for the purpose of diverting the atten- 
tion of the House from the true point of inquiry, 
and to excite prejudice against the member who 
has brourht forward these facts, 

{Here the hammer fell.] 

Cries of ** Go on!”’ “go on 

Mr. CASEY. I object. 

Mr. ASHMUN. I suppose I can speak on the 
amendment five minutes. 

Mr. BAYLY. [am entitled to the floor. 

ir. ASHMUN, I ask the gentleman from 
Virginia to allow me to go on. [wish now to 
meet what I did not choose to meet, and what I 
was not ready to meet, last evening. 

Mr. CARTTER. I rise toa point of order. 
beret tome I make is this: The committee have re- 
fused the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. 
Aten] time for his defence, and the floor was as- 
signed to the chairman of the Committee of Ways 
and Means, [Mr. Bayry,] who hands it over to 
the person against whom this defence was to be 
made, The point of order which I make is, that 
the chairman of the Committee of Ways and 
Means has no such right. 

Mr. BAYLY, (in his seat.) I never pretended 
to have any such right. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Vir- 
ginia is entitled to the floor, and cannot yield ex- 
cept for explanation. 

ir. BURT. I desire to make one suggestion. 
I understand the gentleman from Virginia [Mr. 
Barty] cannot yield the floor to either of the gen- 
tlemen from Massachusetts for the purpose of 
speaking upon the matter on which they wish to 
speak. 
consent, twenty minutes be allowed. 

A Memnen. ‘ Agreed.’’ ‘* No objection.” 

Mr. ALLEN appealed to his colleague [Mr. 
Asumen] to read Mr. Webster’s denial, if he had 
it, as he intimated at that time that he (Mr. At- 
Len) might have a chance to reply to it. 

Mr. ASHMUN was understood by the Re- 
porter not to signify his assent. 

Mr. ALLEN. My colleague refuses to give 
the denial at thistime. I wish the committee so to 
understand it. It will then be for the committee 
to say whether there shall be hereafter an oppor- 
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The gentleman from Massa- || 
I stated to this House the cir- || 


cumstances under whch the Secretary of State | 
l informed the House, if | 


I therefore propose that by unanimous | 
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| tunity to reply or not. I stated that there was no 
| denial last evening of the statement I made yester- 
'' day. Does my colleague mean to deny it now? 
|| If he does, I will meet that denial with proof. I 
| am ready for the issue whenever and wherever it 
| may be made. All I ask is, that the Secretary of 
State and his friends will not resist an investiga- 
tion, but will give me an opportunity to bring for- 
ward the facts, and I here pledge myself to this 
committee that, hoteichetubdink any denial, I wall 
prove the existence of the arrangement | have dis- 
}| closed. 

| After Mr. Webster received the offer of an ap- 
pointment to his present office, he wrote to Boston 
for the purpose of ascertaining what would be done 
for him in respect to pecuniary matters. It was 
agreed that the sum of $25,000 should be raised for 
him in Boston, and the sameamount in New York. 
1 am assured that the full sum was subscribed in 


'' Boston, amounting to $19,600. Gentlemen in Bos- 
ton had bled so freely on former Occasions of a 
similar character, that it was difficult to raise the 
full amount. 


Now, I repeat, that if the Secretary of State has | 


‘had such an arrangement with the merchants and 
bankers of New York and Boston, he is a most ex- 


|| septionable person to have the management of the | 


|| pecuniary negotiations of this Government. ‘That 
'|18 what I say. No matter, if it could be shown 

that the money was a voluntary gift. 
H knows for what purposes commercial men make 
'| pecuniary gifts to men high in office, and a man of 
‘| true independence would have rejected it. He 
‘| would have looked with distrust and fear upon 


1 


| gifts which involve obligation, or the suspicion of | 


'| obligation, to particular interests and classes of 
| men, and would have cast them from him. But so 
| far from a reluctant acceptance even of the gift by 
'| the Secretary of State, the country will be satisfied, 
'| if the facts can reach it, that it was sought by that 
| officer before he assumed the duties of his face, 
i to bear upon a high functionary of State are not 
H dangerous to public justice, to all the interests of 
‘| the country, and especially dangerous, when pe- 
‘| cuniary concerns of immense amount are p 
tin the hands of such officer, or assumed by him 3 
‘| Now, what was the reply of my colleague last 
| evening? He said his colleague (Mr. A.] was 
'' sent here to uphold the cause of human liberty, 
| and silddieoted ts enlist the prejudices of a large 
| majority of this House against the political char- 
|| acter of the speaker; and the gentleman from Ala- 
/bama [Mr. Hituiarp] soon chimed in with his 
sweet voice. 
the House against the truth by calling up political 
| prejudices, and thereby diverting attention from 
' the real issue which was before it. 
_ Sir, whatever my political sentiments may be, I 
ean appeal to all the members of this House to 
bear me witness that I have been frank, open, and 
undisguised. I make no speeches for one part of 
' the country, and allow the papers in this city and 


| 


| south of it to publish them as made, and some || 


| time afterwards write out a different version of 
| those same speeches for some country newspaper 

at home, which is never seen south of Mason & 
_Dixon’s line. I do not whisper to you in one 
| place that I am the friend of southern measures, 
_and hold out an opposite policy to my constituents. 
/On the other hand, gentlemen will do me the 
justice to say that I have not unduly obtruded my 
opinions upon the House. It seems to me that 


| the aspersions which my colleague and his confed- | 
| erate have cast upon me will fail of effecting their | 
|| purpose, and must recoil upon their own heads, | 
;and upon the cause they would by such means | 
‘| sustain. ‘This House and the country will not be | 
| borne away from the true issue by this attempt to | 


| divert attention from it, and to smother the trath 
| My colleague has seen fit to assail me upon 
| matters altogether disconnected with the subject 
‘| before the House. The impotence of the attack 


| may roa extort a pardon for its malignity. | 
| But of what consequence is it to this House, or 


| what has it to do with the subject of its inquiry, 
| that in consequence of the law peculiar to Massa- 
| chusetts, which requires a majority over all com- 
_petitors, no election has yet been made in my dis- 
trict, though two trials have taken place, and my 
| plurality is some twelve hundred or fifteen hundred 
| overmy Whig opponent? For what purpose does 


| 
| 


the latter city, but that it fell somewhat short in || 


Every one | 


And now, sir, I ask, if such influences brought | 


laced | 


It was an attempt to close the ear of || 


under the weight of sectional and party prejudice. | 
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| the malice of my colleague thus vent itself? Asto 
coalitions, sir, I know of none in my district: byt in 
| the district of my assailant there has been fo, 
years a coalition of the strangest character by 
which he has been kept in his seat. It is a coal. 
| tion of men of Loiisely opposite characters, oy» 
part adhering to the representative through the 
force of party ties, and the other portion brough; 
into sympathy with the incumbent through afiini. 
'| ties of a far different nature. If any one is cy;j. 
ous to investigate the history and character of this 
| remarkable combination, there are probably at al} 
' times some around the Capitol who can fully un- 
| fold them. 
| Objection is made to any disclosure of the infirm. 
| ities of the Secretary, and this objection comes 
' from the member from Alabama, [Mr. THituiarp,) 
on the ground of the greatness of that individual. 
| However much the public interest may require 
| investigation into the conduct of that gentleman 
the shield, not of place merely, but also of hich 
intellectual character, is to be thrown over him. 
And here let me do faint justice to the singular 
speech of the member from Alabama. It seems 
that gentleman has found a way to solve the prob- 
‘lem which He, whose servant the gentleman as. 
sumes to be one day in seven, declared to be hard 
and even impossible of solution. He has found 
out how to **serve two masters.”’ Rising from 
his seat, when an opportunity was afforded hin 
to bow in adoration to the source of preferment 
and worldly honor, the glorious vision of a for- 
eign embassy passing before his bedazzled eyes, he 
poured forth strains of poetic praise, so touching 
and so beautiful that the enthusiasm of his friend 
from South Carolina [Mr. Hotmes] was excited 
to the highest pitch of extatic joy. I confess to 
the possession of a taste less fortunate, and could 
not feel all the emotion of that gentleman as the 
member from Alabama pronounced his sentences, 
made up of glittering fragments borrowed from 
this orator and that orator, from poets of all times, 
living and dead. 

To gratify his taste, rather than my own, I will 
indulge the gentleman from Alabama with one 
quotation, which, at the moment of his speech, oc- 
curred to my mind as affording the only mode of 
accounting for the gentleman’s display of himself. 
'| It must, indeed, be that he ‘* had been to a feast 
| of languages, and stolen the scraps.” 
| But, sir, to treat this argument with due seri- 
| ousness, let me repeat, in substance, what not long 

since I had occasion to say, that I know well 
| enough the aren intelligence of that distinguished 
/man, Daniel Webster. I know very well the 
power of his mighty intellect, how it stands out 
| in monstrous disproportion to every other attri- 

bute of the man. [I bow in silent wonder, before 
the mysterious dispensation of Providence, which 
saw fit to confer so much of intellectual power, 
where there was so little moral strength. 

What is knowledge, what is talent, without 
goodness, as a guide inthe affairs of life? And, 
what but a demon would the greatest intellect 
which the Deity ever created be, if it stood inde- 

| pendent of goodness ? ; 

(| ‘The world has had examplesof menin all ages, 
|| who were gifted with rw, powers of intellect, 
| and who yet would fall before temptations, which 
the feeblest of mankind often resist. The instances, 
‘| as you know, have not been few, but many—so 
| many, that I trust the people have long since 
| learned to disregard the dictation of mere intellect, 
| where there are no qualities of the heart, also, 
upon which they can rely. 

I call to mind,at this moment, one of the most 
distinguished men the world ever knew. It will 
be no disparagement to say that he possessed an 
intellect superior even to that of Mr. Webster 
himself. Certainly his attainments, in every de- 
partment of knowledge, were far superior. And 
yet he sank before temptations which the weakest 
| resist, and was dismissed from the highest place 
| of State, in disgrace and with contempt. That 
1 man, characterized as 

** Wisest, brightest, meanest of mankind,”’ 

stands on the e of history, a warning to the 
world that intelligence and virtue are not insepa- 
rably combined, and that you must see to it, that 
the brilliant intellect, to which you turn for guid- 
| ance and direction, is itself controlled and directed 
| by unwaveri rinciple. f 

| te is farther Oe that I should not have dis- 
| closed the facts I have communicated to the House, 
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pecause, forsooth, the Secretary is a Massachu- 
setts man. Sir, {am proud of the statesmen of Mas- 
cachusetts, when there is combined in them the 
prilliancy of a mighty intellect with unswerving 
integrity of purpose. I have learned the true 
character of a N assachusetts statesman from the 
history of the lights of other aso the 
Adamses, Quinceys, and Otises, and their associ- 
ate patriots—from the men whose character bore 
the stamp of revolutionary patriotism. They were 
not men who sought ‘preferment for its gold,’’ 
put when they entered upon office they entered 
upon the road which led inevitably away from 
wealth and luxury. They were content to serve | 
their country, dying if need be, nobly poor, and 
leaving to their posterity that good name which is 
peter than riches. What would have been thought 
of Samuel Adams, when he was selected to go to 
Philadelphia and put his name to the Declaration 
of Independence, or to meet at any other time the | 
continental Congress, if he had first demanded.to | 
know what the merchants of Boston or New York || 
would give him for the service? Sir, such a trans- | 
action would have dimmed the fame of Washington || 
himself. ' 

Now let any man say aught against the fame of || 
such a statesman of Massachusetts, living or dead, || 
and I will be the first to vindicate it. But when I | 
am told that I ought to have been silent, and with- | 
held from the House facts within my knowledge, | 
important to be known, because they might not | 
reflect honor upon a statesman who now hails | 


| 








| 
} 
| 


from Massachusetts, I deny the obligation. 

The greatest reason for the suppression of truth, | 
is that which my colleague, near the close of hjs |, 
remarks, saw fit to adduce. If I understand the 
allusion to the Secretary’s ‘‘salt,’’ my colleague || 
intends by thatto insinuate that I have at some | 
time, not very recently, partaken of a State dinner 
with the Secretary; and this official courtesy, 
which is extended to opponents as well as friends, 
should have sealed my lips in eternal silence. | 
From that time forth the cee of the | 
people, it would seem, haying received his equiv- 
alent, must be blind to all official wrong. 

Such, sir, seems to be my colleague’s opinion || 
of the potent efficacy of the Secretary’s ‘‘salt.’’ |, 
And does my colleague think that a Se ieoaia \| 
tive is to be bought with a State dinner? Let me | 
tell him that I ana unfit to hold that relation to this || 
House and the country, if even the bestowment of a || 
lucrative office upon any relation of mine, a brother | 
for instance, would induce me to withhold one \\ 
fact which the interests of my constituents re- || 
quired to be known. No, sir; though that office || 
should be the very lucrative one of purser in the || 
Navy, however it may excite the surprise of my | 
colleague, it would be thrown away, if it were || 
given with the hope of magna ing in my person, | 
inthe slightest degree, the freedom of debate in 
this House, 

Sir, when there is time and opportunity | shall, || 
here or elsewhere, review the obligations of | 
Massachusetts, and especially of my constituents || 
and myself, to Mr. Webster. I hope to state the |, 
account with rigid justice and truth. lj 

{Here the hammer fell.} {| 

Mr. ASHMUN. Mr. Chairman, I should be || 
doing injustice to the good sense of this House if || 
| were to consume the twenty minutes’ time allot- 
ted tome. Sir, it needs no word from me to an- || 
swer my colleague. The sense of shame and | 
indignation that shines upon him from every face || 
here, and that was expressed here so deeply and || 
manifestly last night,is a better answer and a more || 
effectual response than any words of mine could || 
possibly be. Did you, sir, mark the indignation | 
that was felt and uttered all around the Hall when | 
the shameless charge was made last night? Have |, 


| 
| 


you not marked it to-day? Is there an honest, || talities of Mr. Webster; that he 


ionorable man in this House upon whom my | 
eyes now rest, who does not at once stand ready | 
to cry out Shame! shame! But, sir, I come di- 
rectly to the point. The member charged last | 
night, and he rises here to-day and charges again, | 
that before accepting the office of Secretary of | 
State, Mr, Webster required a condition prece- 
dent, entered into negotiations for the purpose, by 
which it was made a condition that he should 


Accept tue office, that he should receive from cer- || 
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far as New York was concerned, and nearly so | was not nominated, he rese up and denounced the 


as far as Boston was concerned. It was intended 
as a charge of corruption; it was a charge that he 
entered into that office for the purpose of favoring 
those who by this contract placed him in his offi- 
cial position. It was nothing else, and was in- 
tended for nothing else. This House heard it last 
night, and they have heard it again to-day. Sir, 
I have nothing more to say in relation to this than 
that in all its length and breadth, in the aggregate 
and detail, I am authorized to state that it is an 
unqualified falsehood. I am authorized, sir, to 
say, and upon that authority | do say, that it is 
an unqualified falsehood. 

Mr. ALLEN. State your authority. 

Mr. ASHMUN. Now the issue is made, and 
the challenge is accepted. Now let the defamer 
of the Secretary of State carry out his threats. 
That is all I need say, but I will state what | did 
not last night 

Mr. ALLEN.” Mr. Chairman 

Mr. ASHMUN. Take your seat, sir. You 
will have time enough when | get through; but 
you shall not interrupt me. Sir, lhave now done 
what I was not authorized to do last night; and 
not being authorized to do it then, [ did not do it. 
I cannot be mistaken now; and there can be no 








| mistake about the language L use now. So much 


for that. The gentleman has said that, whatever 
else he might be, he was characterized by frank- 
ness. This will be news to some people in Mas- 
sachusetts. It will be news to the people of his 
own village. It is news to me. How long that 

entleman has been walking in a cloud of delusion 

do not know. If his characteristic is that of 


| frankness, and has been through life, then, sir, I, 


who know something of the people of his district, 
haye net been informed correctly. How has he 
illustrated that characteristic of frankness and 
open-heartedness and manly intercourse with men? 

yhy, sir, | made some allusion to the fact last 
night, that during this very Congress, with these 
feelings down in the deep abysses of his heart, he 
had sat down at the hospitable board of Mr. Web- 
ster; and there, with his family and friends around 
him, had partaken of his hospitality. He has 
proved to-day, by an extract from some old speech 
which he has made, that he was there smiling and 
pretending to be courteous and friendly, when 


there was, in the dark recesses of his heart the | 


malignity which has outpoured itself to-day. 

Mr. ALLEN. I rise to a point of order. I 
have no objection to any statement which the gen- 
tleman makes, and to which I can have a chance 
for reply. But the statement he makes is entirely 
false. hos not been in his house this session. 

Mr. ASHMUN. Does the gentleman say that 
during this Congress he has not dined with Mr. 


| Webster? 


Mr. ALLEN. Not since that speech was made. 

Mr. ASHMUN. I do not know when that 
speech was made. It was read from some old 
newspaper. Itis no matter; the speech was made 
from no new impression. He did not come sud- 
denly to the opinions concerning Mr. Webster 
which are there announced. If for his lifetime, 
with the pretence of friendship, he has been har- 
boring these views, why, sir, the case is worse. 
But the gentleman says he is frank, open, and 
manly! He does not publish private, confidential 
letters of Charles Hudson? 

Mr. ALLEN, (in his seat.) No, sir; no, sir. 
You are a scoundrel if you say that I do. 

Mr. ASHMUN. Whether you did so or not, 
Charles Hudson can say. He is known pretty 


Convention as traitors to the Whig party and the 
country, and spurning it, returned home and de- 
nounced it through the country. -A nice stand- 
ard surely was the member then presenting to 
the country, and an excellent specimen of honest, 


| manly frankness was the member then exhibiting 


to the world! So much, however, for that part of 


| the subject. The gentleman has said something 


personal in relation to myself. I will forgive all 
that. It is of no sort of consequence to me in 
this discussion, whether personal or political con- 


| siderations have most prevailed in my district to 


/give me the triumphant votes by which I have 


been sustained here. It is of no sort of conse- 
quence to the country, nor to anybody but myself; 
and I will only say, in reply, that | stand here to- 
day proud of the condial and generous support 
which they have ever given me, and proud of the 


| confidence which they repose in me this day. 


Thus much I may be permitted to say. But the 


| member, among his list of peek towards 


' me, has said that I have ma 


e speeches and writ- 
ten them out for circulation at the South, and that 
afterwards | have gone home and altered them for 
some country paper at the North, with the pur- 
i of changing my language to suit different 
atitudes. That statement is as false as all the 
rest. ‘There is not the slightest word of truth in 


| it. I appeal to those who have known me six 
i upon this floor—I appeal to all who have 


nown me during a lifetime, whether there has 
been any disguises with me as to my political 
course, and if I have not been out-spoken and 
frank and manly in all my personal intercourse. 
In regard to my political opinions, has any man 
here ever know me to falter or hesitate to avow 


and act py them? My own personal relations 


are indeed of no consequence to the matters be- 


| fore us. I rose to-day to say what I was author- 


ized to say. I have performed that duty, and will 
not pursue my remarks any further. 


Mr. HILLIARD. Mr. Chairman, I ask the 


indulgence of the committee to reply to a per- 


| sonal attack which has been made upon me. 


Mr. ALLEN, (interposing.) I rise to a ques- 
tion of order. I was allowed to reply to a. per- 
sonal attack, but I confined my remarks to that 


| reply. Now J find another attack is about to be 


made, All I ask is the right to reply. 

Several Members objected. 

Mr. HILLIARD. I appeal to the committee 
to indulge me in a very short reply to the attack 


| which has been made upon me by the gentleman 
| from Massachusetts, [Mr. ALten.]} 


The CHAIRMAN said the gentleman from 


| Virginia [Mr. Barty] was entitled to the floor. 


Mr. HILLIARD. I appeal to the gentleman 
from Virginia to allow me to reply to the personal 
attack which has been made upon me. 

Mr. BAYLY. I have no right to yield. 

Mr. ALLEN. Will the gentleman from Vir- 
ginia allow me for one moment? 


Mr. BAYLY. Nobody knows better than the 


' gentleman from Massachusetts that I have no right 


well in this House, and his veracity can probably 


be trusted. 
Sir, the member admiis, then, that during this 
Congress he has accepted and enjoyed the hospi- 
as sat at the 
board of the man whom he now charges with be- 
ing the corrupt agent and hired, pensioned servant 
oP keakoos and with bearing the character painted 
in the speech which he has just read, and has 
smiled upon him while a dagger was in his heart. 
| That is the frankness and manliness of the man 
who has spoken here to-day! Sir, my colleague 


| elsewhere. There are gentlemen \ peceens who re- 
member the scenes of the Philadelphia conven- 


tain bankers of Wall street, and certain bankers || tion. My colleague and myself throughout the 


in State street, a large sum, amounting to some 
$50,000. He also stated that the contract by | 


, whole of the Convention voted for Daniel Web- 
, ster as the candidate of the Whig party for the 


which he entered into this office was fulfilled so || Presidency of the United States; and because he 


i 


, 


_ and myself were on a previous occasion colleagues | 


to yield the floor, except for explanation. I am 
free to say, that as far as | am concerned, I have 
not the least objection. I hope the committee will, 
by unanimous consent, give the gentleman an op- 
portunity of making the remarks he wishes. 

Mr. STEPHENS, ef Georgia. 1 object. 

Mr. ALLEN. | rise to a question of privilege. 
It is this: A personal attack, a new attack has 
been made upon me by my colleague, and I deers 
it my privilege to reply. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘TheChair cannot regard 
it as a question of privilege. The gentleman can 
only proceed with the unanimous consent of the 
committee, 

Mr. STEPHENS. I object. 

Mr. ALLEN. Will the committee allow me 
for a moment? 

Cries of *‘ Order !”’ 

The CHAIRMAN. There is objection, and 
the gentleman from Massachusetts cannot proceed. 

r. ALLEN. Will the committee hear me 
one moment? I wish to reply 

{Loud cries of ‘‘ Order! order !’’ from all parts 





of the Hall. } 


Mr. ALLEN. I will bring forward proof to 
sustain 
{Loud eries of ‘‘ Order!’ and great confusion 





| in the Hall.} 


i? 


Mr. JONES. It is the duty of the Chairman, 
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if he cannot enforce order, to call to his assistance 
the Serreant-at-Arms. 

After some little time, the Chairman succeeded | 
in restoring order, and 

Mr. BAYLY, who was entitled to the floor, 
rose and addressed the Chair. 

Mr. McLANE, of Maryland, asked the gentle- | 
man from Virginia to yield, in order to allow him 
to move that the committee rise. He made that 
motion. 

Mr. BAYLY. I havenot yielded the floor. 

Mr. McLANE. I understood the gentleman to | 
yield the floor, I ask if he will not allow me to | 
make that motion? 

Mr. BAYLY, I will state explicitly that I did 
not, and | shall not yield for that purpose. 

Mr. B, then proceeded to say: After the exci- 
ting scene which has just taken place, I am sure 
the House is in no very favorable mood to listen 
to a plain, matter-of-fact speech. The gentleman | 
from Ohio [Mr, Canrrer] last night assailed me 
very bitterly. I tried very hard at the time to get 
the floor to reply to him, but failed. Had I suc- | 
ceeded | should ave given him a ‘* Roland for his 
Oliver.”’ Since that time I have ‘ nursed my 
wrath to keep it warm,” but have been utterly 
unable to succeed. ([Laughter.] 

{Here (the Speaker having temporarily resumed 
the chair) a message was received from the Sen- 
ate, stating that that body had refused to recede | 
from its amendment to the Military Academy bill, 
and asking a committee of conference. ] 

Mr. HALL objected to the committee being 
granted. He hoped the House would adhere to | 
its amendment, 

The CHAIRMAN again resumed the chair. 

Mr. BAYLY, (resuming.) I say, after my 
assiduous nursing to keep my wrath warm, I have 
been unable to do so. I regretted it before the ex- | 
citing scene we have just witnessed, but I regret it | 
still more now, for1 fear I shall be unable to arrest 
the attention of the House by any remarks I shall | 
make, as they will not have the spice of repartee. | 

The gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Carrrer] said, 
in reply tomy remarks, that the Executive had no 
right to accept the proposition made by Mr. Marks | 
and his associates; that there was nota county | 
court lawyer in Ohio who did not know that a re- | 
ceipt for money was an acquittance. He argued 
that if we obtained a receipt from the Mexican 
Government for this money, that this Government 
was enn from any further demand in relation 
to it. Now I believe that everybody knows that a 
receipt from a competent party to give it, and given | 
to a party who is competent to receive it, is an ac- 
quittance, But it seems there is another thing 
which some of the county court lawyers of Ohio do 
notunderstand. One of them at least does not seem 
to know what constitutes the Government of the 

United States and Mexico? Where is the Gov- 
ernment? This House is not the Government. 
‘This House and the Senate are not the Govern- 
ment; nor are this House and the Senate and the 
Presideut in all cases the Government. The Rep- 
resentatives of the people have nothing to do with 
negotiating treaties. In such cases the President 
and Senate represent the nation, I maintain that 
when a treaty has been made, in consequence of 


| 
} 


| 
| 


which we are to pay money, and that treaty pre- | 


| 


scribes the time, mode, and place of payment, that 
there is no power in the two Houses of Congress, 
nor in the President, to change that time, that mode, 
or that place of payment, without negotiating a 


the Senate, 


upon this subject? It says: 


‘Immediately after this treaty shall have been daly rati- 
fied by the Government of the Mexican Republic, the sum 
of $3,000,000 shall be paid to the said Government by that 
of the United States, at the city of Mexico, in the gold or 
silver coin of Mexico. The remaining $12,000,000 shall be 
paid at the same place, and in the same coin, in annual in- 
stailments of $3,000,000 each, together with interest on the 
samc, at the rate of six percent. perannum. This interest 
shall begin to run upon the whelce sum of #12,000,000 from 
the day of the ratification of the present treaty by the Mex- 


jenn Government, and the first of the installments shal) be i{ Mr. BAYLY. The 


paid at the expiration of one year from the same ~: To- 
gether with each annual installment, as it falls due, the 
whole interest accruing on such installment from the begin- 
ning shail aleo be paid.’’ 


By the treaty we are to pay in the city of Mex- | 


ico, in gold or silver coin, these installments. 
Now, what is the proposition of Mr. Marks and 
his associates? It was to authorize the Mexican 


ii The 
‘| and I shall not repeat his words, that this pro- 

| — of Mr. Marks to take the contract is buta 
new treaty, to do which it requires two thirds of || @eeper scheme than that of the Barings. As to the 


Now whatis this treaty with Mexico | Proposition of the Rothschilds, I have nothing || 


| 
‘| nation of the amendment t 
Government to draw considerably in advance of | man from New York. It proposes to let’ the 


| the day of payment upon this Government for 
these installments; that is the proposition, and it 
| is not in accordance with the terms of the treaty. 
The article of the treaty is plain enough upon 
its face. But if there be any doubt upon the sub- 
ject, it would be settled by the proceeding of the 
Senate, to which I ihre at the last session, and 
to which I wish again to call the attention of the 
committee, In that treaty as it was negotiated, 
there was an alternative proposition as to the mode 
| of payment. 


| 
} 
| 
} 


It is well known, that when the treaty was sent | 


| 

| to the Senate for ratification, the following words 
' followed what has been quoted from the twelfth 
article : 

‘« Certificates, in proper form, for the said installments 
| respectively, in such sums as shal] be desired by the Mexi- 
| can Government, #24 transferable by it, shall be delivered 
fo the said Covernment.”’ 


But the Senate declined to advise the ratification 


| of the treaty with these words in it; but amended 


| amended, the treaty was finally agreed to by both 


'| Governments. ; 
| It is very obvious, that in negotiating this treaty, 


| the Mexican Government did not expect this Gov- 
| ernment to adopt the mode of payment which ‘is 
| now proposed under the article of the treaty first 
| quoted, for they inserted a provision in the treaty 
| contemplating a mode of payment similar to that 
proposed by Mr. Marks and his associates, which 
provision would have been unnecessary if the pay- 


under the article first quoted; but the Senate of the 
| United States struck it out. But now Mr. Marks 
{and his associates come forward and make a prop- 


| osition to our Government to pay this money in a | 


| mode which the Senate of the United States, by 
their acts, have said that it should not be done. 
Yet the gentleman from Ohio, [Mr. Carrrer,] 
who, though a good lawyer, as! know him to be, 
comes here and says that there is not a lawyer in 
Ohio who does not know that this mode of pay- 
ment would be a proper one. 








to shave the Mexican Government. The simple 
reply was, that they have not a dollar of our 
money. The prediction which I made at the last 
session, that they would not receive a dollar of it 
in advance, has been verified. Why everybody 
who knows the credit of the Barings, knows that 
they can borrow as much money in Europe as 
they want, at three per cent., and as long as they 


Government for money, upon which they will be 
compelled to give eee and pay upon it an in- 
terest of six percent. If they shave the Mexican 
‘| Government they do it with their own funds, and 
I do not see how their being our agent enables them 
‘| to shave that Government any more successfully. 
| If the Mexican Government wished to borrow 





i} 


| stallments to other bankers, if it sees fit to do so. 


| nothing to do. 
entleman from New Jersey has shown, 


| to add to what has alread 
|| was no other proposition 


1 than that of the’ Barings; and this pro 


Marks & Co., which as I have already shown, 


|| was entirely inadmissible. 
Mr. GRE 


| tration ? 
| Mr. BAYLY. There is a contract. 
|| Mr. GREEN, I 3 he there is. 


‘authority. Iam not responsible for the statement 


| that I make. Possibly the gentleman from Mis- 
there is no con- 
tract, is better informed in this matter than the ! tunities of udging of him as myself. "When we 
bes er” of State himself. 4 ill, 

et me devote a short time to the exami- | charges; but T am 
roposed by the gentle- 


‘| souri, who says so positive 


Now 


it by striking them from the article; and thus | 


ment could be made in the mode proposed now | 


In my opening remarks, | made some reference | 
to the charge that we were enabling the Barings | 


| it, whether the Barings, &c., are our agents or 
} not; nor does their being our agents prevent the 
Mexican Government from mortgaging these in- 


But, sir, this isa matter with which we have 


EN inquired whether there was any 
contract made with the Barings by the Adminis- 
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is to judge of that responsibility? According ,, 
his resolution the A dvainietraicon is to doe 
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contract to the highest bidder. Perhaps itis hay aly 
necessary on this point to add more to what hs. 
already been said by the gentleman from N " 
Jersey. If the committee will look at it for a tine\ 
moment they will see that it is utterly impracticah) 
They will see that between the negotiation a e, 
loan and a negotiation for the payment of money. 
there is no analogy whatever. If you issye tl 
| posals for a loan, you accept the Laweet bide. 
should he not be found responsible, you can oith, 
hold your bonds until you get the mioney, and - 
great inconvenience can ensue; but if you have . 
make a payment by a certain day, there must },, 
the strictest punctuality to sustain the honor ,; 
the Government; and should the contractor no; 


happen to be a responsible party, and should fj 
to meet that obligation, we should be discredited. 


gle 


gentleman from New York will leave to the Aq. 
ministration more scope for favoritism than a; 


| 
seh it appears to me, that this plan of th, 


present exists. He proposes that the contrac; 


shall be let to the lowest responsible bidder. W), 


Suppose Messrs. Baring should offer to take the 
contract at three and a half per cent., and tho 
Messrs. Marks at twenty-five per cent., I have no 
doubt that this resolution would give the contrac; 
to the Barings as the lowest responsible bidder. 
I am not now expressing my own opinions, | 
have never spoken, and { am not now speaking 
harshly of the Messrs. Marks and their assoc). 
ates, although in some of their publications they 
have assumed that I have done so; but I am ey- 
@#ressing the views of the Administration. 

But, sir, the gentleman from Massachusetts, 
after making his attack on the Secretary of State, 
and expressing his unwillingness to trust the Secre. 
tary of State with this negotiation, stated that he 
would leave it with the Secretary of the Treasury, 
in whom it seems he has confidence. Now, it so 
happens that the proposal of the Committee of 

ays and Means does not confide this business 
to Mr. Webster, nor to Mr. Corwin, nor by its 
terms to anybody else. But the Constitution con- 
fides this trust to the President of the United 
States, who is the proper person to whom it should 
be confided. It is our duty to make the appropri- 
ation; it is the duty of the President to execute the 
law by seeing that the faith of the Government is 
redeemed. I am not willing to interfere with hin 





‘| can do this they are not going to draw upon our | 


money of the Barings they have authority, I pre- | 
/ sume, to pledge these installments for payment of 


retary of State is my | 


in the mode in which he is to discharge his Ex- 
| ecutive obligations. Iam not willing to take the 
responsibility, when I cannot have the contro, 
If this Congress should chose by its mandate to 
put it under the control and charge of the Secre- 
| tary of the Treasury, you would assume the re- 
sponsibility for him when you have no control 
/ over him, and if any mishap should ensue, you 
|| could not blame the President. We are simply to 
'| do our legislative duty, to make the appropriation 
| and stop there. Then the Administration wil! 
have to tar the responsibility for the manner in 
| which it performs its Executive duty. Besides, 
| no practical result would ensue; for Mr. Corwin 
'| informed me that if this arrangement had been 
|| confided to him it would not have changed the 
| policy of the Administration on this subject. 
‘| In reference to Mr. Webster, and the direct 
|| charge of corruption and venality that has been 
| made upon this floor, so far as I an concerned, | 
| might not perhaps have said a word, if it were 
‘| not made to defeat one of the bills of the Commit- 
|| tee of Ways and Means. But, as those remarks 
|| were made for this object, I feel, in justice to my- 








been said, that there H self and to the committee, that I should say some 
efore the Government || 
sition of || 


few words. 

It is known to the country that J am not, never 
| have been,and probably never shall be, a political 
. friend of the Secretary of State. I have been upon 
"terms of social kindness with him for a number of 
|, years, which has awakened in my bosom, I am 
free to say, sentiments of warm personal regard. 

I have had a t déal of official business to 
transact with him, and I ‘say here, that I have 
never transacted business with an officer who was 
| more frank, more explicit, more straight-forward 

‘than he, and probably there is no man upon this 
side of the House who has had the same oppor 


‘| reported this bill, we’ knew nothing of these 
| they had been made before, it would not have 
| changed my vote in any particular whatever, for 


y free to say, that if 
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| do not attach the slighest consequence to them. |} Webster. All he intended to say was, that if Mr. 





Thy, oir 
a VINTON here interposed, and made some | 
remarks, which were very indistinctly heard in 
consequence of the confusion which prevailed in | 
the Fall. The Reporter, however, understood 
jim to say, in reply to the inquiry of the gentle- 
man from Missouri, {Mr. Green,} whether any | 
contract had been made, that at the last session | 
of Congress Mr. Webster wrote a letter to the | 
chairman of the Committee of Ways and Means, | 
stating that a contract had been made for the pay- | 
ment of both these installments. 

Mr. BAYLY. I have that letter in my desk. 

Mr. VINTON continued: One of the contract- 
ing parties (Mr. Corcoran) is now in the House, 
and | have been to him to inquire about it, and he 
tells me that the contract is signed, sealed, and 
executed in triplicate by the parties. 

“Mr. BAYLY. I will state to the gentleman 
from Ohio, [Mr. oe as I have already stated, 
that I have been distinctly and emphatically in- 
formed by the Secretary of State that there is a 
contract. But, sir, to return to this charge of ve- | 
nality against Mr. Webster, which is made with 
so much confidence that Congress ought to under- | 
take to interfere in this matter, over which it has | 
no control; | beg to ask who is Mr. Webster? | 
For many years he has been at the head of the | 
American bar, and notoriously in the receipt of a 
very large income from his profession. He is a 
gentleman who, although he lives like one, does 
not live ostentatiously. He does not gamble. 
He has been not only in the receipt of a large 
revenue from his profession, but he has been, in 
high official station for nearly his whole life, and 
yet he his poor! Is that a proof of his corrup- 
tion? The gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. 
Aten] himself referred to the fact that the Ad- 
amses and Otises died poor, as a proof of their 
virtue. I have yet to learn that either one of the 
gentlemen to whom he referred died poor. On 
the contrary, if | am not-very much misinformed, 
most of them died very rich. John Quincy Ad- 
ams, who was in office all his life, and who was 
receiving no professional income, died very rich. 
I do not infer corruption from this; but when their 
poverty is referred to by the gentleman himself as | 
proof of their virtue, how can he reject the same 
sort of evidence in favor of another, particularly 
when it is so much more emphatic? 

Mr. GREEN moved to amend the amendment 
by striking out the word ‘ highest,’ and inserting 
the word ** best,’’ in lieu thereof. 

Mr. G. said that his object in moving this amend- 
ment was to avail himself of the rule allowing five | 
minutes debate, but that in doing so he should en- 
deavor to confine his remarks strictly within that 
rule. He(Mr.G.) had asserted during this whole 
discussion that there was no legal contract in re- 
gard to this matter, and he had asked gentlemen 
upon the other side to produce the contract if there 
was one; but the only reply was a verbal assu- 
rance that there was a contract. Now, why was 
it, in the name of all that was good and great, 
that in a matter so important gentlemen would not 
bring forward the document and exhibit it to the 
House? 

Mr. BAYLY would tell the gentleman why. 

Mr. GREEN could not yield the floor, as his 
five minutes were tooshort. Why, he asked, was 
not this important contract produced, especially 
when it was pretended that it was reduced to wri- 
ting, and was in triplicate form, and when one, at 
least, of the three parties to the contract was in 
the Hall. Asto Mr. Webster’s personal matters, 
they were not there to vindicate or to attack him. 
They were there to protect the interests of this 
Government, and, as the guardians of the public 
Treasury, to discharge a debt, and to pay an in- 
stallment falling due under a treaty solemply rati- 
fied by the Senate of the United States. It was 
for the House to consider what was the proper 
instrumentality to make use of, the one most con- 
ducive to the interests of the country, and not to 
inquire into the personal obligations of Mr. Web- | 








ster, whether he was rich or poor, whether he had 

made a fortune or squandered one. One remark | 
en passant. If Mr. Webster had been receiving 
so much-all his life, and was now poor, it seemed 
rather to prove that he was a vad financier, and | 
would make bad Secretary of the Treasury rather | 
than a bad Secretary of State. But he (Mr. G.) | 
had no intention to east any retiection upon Mr. | 





















Webster had bound himself to place this contract 
| in the hands of Mr. Corcoran and the Barings, 


that which the law did not authorize, and that this 
Government could not be bound by his act. The 
House was now called upon to pass a law, and it 
was their imperative duty so to shape it as to save 
the ‘Treasury from loss. He was prepared to de- 
monstrate, that if this amendment of the gentleman 
from New York (Mr. Brooxs}) was adopted, 

130,000 would be saved to the Government; the 

resident and the executive officers under him 








would have the same ae of judging of the sol- | 


vency, securities, and guarantees of the parties 
bidding for the contract, and in all human prob- 
ability they would give it to the same men, but not 
at the same price. ‘They were trying to protect 
$130,000 now in the Treasury of the Unit States 
from being lost. They were not there to take is- 
sue with regard to Mr Webster’s personal honor. 
They were not looking back to past transactions, 
but forward to the future. 

One word in reply to the chairman of the Com- 
mittee of Ways and Means, {[Mr. Bayty.] He 
(Mr. B.] had said that at the time the former 


contract was made there were no bids except Mr. | 


Marks’s and that of the Barings, and that there 
would be none now. No bids! The idea was 
ridiculous, and inconsistent with the gentleman’s 
own argument. The amendment proposed that 
they should advertise for this contract; that there 
should be a fair and open fight for it—not to raise 


who were his partners in this job, he had done 


to protect the interests of the Government. The 
interests of the Government would be protected if 
these provisions were inserted in the bill. But 


overnment, when it owed an obligation, to adver- 
tise as to the means by which it intended to fulfill 
that obligation. He believed that argument to be 
but a pretext to sustain a prior arrangement made 
without the authority of law, and which the gen- 
tleman from Georgia (Mr. Toomss] stated last 
night, in reply to an inquiry, was not a binding 
arrangement, had no obligation of law and no 
validity. If any gentleman should get up to de- 
fend it, he (Mr. G.) should be disposed, as a 
Missouri lawyer, to call in question his judgment. 

Here the hammer fell.] 

ir. BAYLY said that the gentleman from 
Missouri was talking about one thing and he was 
talking about another. As to the gentleman ques- 
tioning his (Mr. B.’s) piven as a lawyer, or 
any other ‘‘ Missouri lawyer’’ questioning it, it 
was a matter of most perfect indifference to him 
whether they questioned it or not. His character 
or for bad, and he had arrived at that period of 
one. 

Now he (Mr. B.) had not said—nobody had 
said—that there was such a contract as bound the 
Government, and which the House was bound to 
carry out. Nobody had said that the Secretary 
of State had made a contract. If the House should 
take this matter out of his hands they would be 
assuming a jurisdiction that did not belong to 
them. The gentleman from Missouri talked about 
law, but he should remember that there was such 
a thing as constitutional law, which he ought to 
understand, and which he (Mr. B.) professed to 
understand. If the House was to undertake to 
assume the power of aves on this negotiation 
and carrying out this treaty, by going any further 
than to appropriate the money, they would be 
usurping a power that did not belong to them, and 
there was no man who had any claim to be con- 
sidered a constitutional lawyer who would say 
otherwise. 

Mr. GREEN here interposed a remark that 
was not heard by the Reporter. 
Mr. BAYLY, (continued. ) 
gress was to appropiate the money, and it was the 
duty of the President to carry out the sete He 
did not believe that there was a man of intelligence 
in the House or in the country who would con- 
tend that the power of Congress went one inch 
beyond that. He (Mr. B.) did not. The Com- 
mittee of Ways and Means had, with two soli- 
tary exceptions, for two successive sessions, been 
perfectly clear upon this point. 
of Congress at he last session, when this question 
| was thoroughly discussed, deeided, by an over- 


a contest, a scramble for the contract, but in order | 


—- said that it would look pitiful for this | 


in that respect, such as it was, was fixed for good | 


life when it was too late for him to acquire a new 
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whelming majority, that the duty of Congress 
began in making the appropriation and ended there. 

Mr. GREEN then, by unanimous consent, 
withdrew his amendment. 

Mr. BAYLY said that the gentleman from 
Missouri was very anxious to see the contract 
which he (Mr. B.) had not brought to the House: 
but it did not seem to him to have a particle of 
reference to the subject, but he would send up the 
correspondence in relation to it, to have it read. 

Mr. GREEN objected to the reading. 

Mr. BAYLY said that the gentleman first called 
for the contract, and now objected to the reading 
of the correspondence in reference to it! 

Mr. OTIS moved to amend the amendment, by 
adding thereto the words ‘ under the direction of 
the Secretary of the Treasury.”’ 

Mr. O. said that it seemed to him the great 
question raised here was where the responsibility 
of the money power lay. It lay, or should lay, 
where the Constitution placed it—in the House of 
Representatives. The Constitution placed the re- 
sponsibility of all money bills in the House of 
Representatives; and so for as the practice went, 
it not only began there, but it ended there: for in 
no instance had a proposition in relation to money 
matters that had passed the House beew rejected, 
or diminished in amount, by the other branch of 
Congress. But here was another and a different 
matter, They were told that in this instance there 
was a contract which they had no power to vio- 
late, and that they would violate their faith if they 
did not make their appropriation conform to it. ~ 

They were told by gentlemen that a contract 
had already been made for the payment of this in- 
stallment, although it was nearly two years before 
the installment wouid be due, and that unless they 
sanctioned that contract, they would violate the 
faith of this Government. He (Mr. 0.) had learned 
a different lesson of the duties of this House than 
that they should allow themselves to be dictated 
to how they should make an appropriation ina 
matter within their own province. As he under- 
stood the duties of this Government, no contract 
should have been made until after the appropria- 
tion had been made by the House, and according 
to that appropriation. 

The gentleman from New Jersey (Mr. Krvc} 
had: stated that the Mexican Government were 
ready to pay eight per cent. premium for this 
money; but Mr. O. stated that they could afford 
and would be glad to pay nine, and even ten per 
cent. for it, while by this contract it was only three 
and a half per cent. P 

Mr. O. was then proceeding to reply to the ar- 

ments of the atathaanaes from New Jersey, |Mr. 

inG,} when the Chairman’s hammer fell, he re- 
marking that he desired half an hour to explain the 
matter, and would take another occasion to do it. 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Mississippi, said: He 





had listened with attention to the discussion of the 
| question that had been raised, and the issue ap- 
peared to be, whether or not it was the duty of 
Congress to give any instructions as to the mode 





of payment of the $3,000,000 of the Mexican 
indemnity. He quite agreed that this was the 
proper time to make the appropriation for the years 
| 1851-52. He agreed with the chairman of the 
| Committee of Ways and Means, [Mr. Baruy,} 
| that this payment has hitherto been made by con- 

tract; a that it was perfectly legitimate for the 
| Government to accomplish its payment either in 
this or in any other mode. There were two modes 
of payment: Either the money might be paid in 
such way as the Government of Mexico might 
direct, or it could be placed in the hands of a re- 
sponsible party to effect its payment. In view of 
the bill that was now brought in by the Committee 
of Ways and Means, and the discussion to which it 


|. had given rise, he (Mr. T.) would remark, that in 


The duty of Con- | 


x 

| his opinion, if Congress had the right to orderthe 

yment of the money by contract, it certainly 
Pad the power to give any directions it might 


|} please as to the manner and rules by which that 


The two Houses |; 


contract should be governed and entered into. If 
| the matter were left in the hands of the Executive, 
it should be left under their control entirely, with - 

out any restriction on the partof Congress. If the 
payment were to be made by contract, the princi- 

le that the contract should be given to the highest 
yidder, wes one that was sound; and he was not 
for discarding the idea. The responsibility of the 
| contract should rest with those who made it. 


Mr. HOUSTON rose to a point of order. The 
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cule.of the House required, that after a speech in 


favor, the gentleman who replied should speak 
against the amendment. 

Mr. THOMPSON said that he was opposed to 
the amendment, because he thought that we had 
no responsibility in the matter; but that it rested 
with the Executive to commit the transaction 
either to the hands of the Secretary of State or to 
the Secretary of the Treasury. An imputation 
had been made against the former officer, which he 
much regretted, as his vote, one way or the other, 
could hardly clear from the possibility of being 


considered an indication of want of confidence in | 


one or the other He was opposed to Congress 
directing who should conduct the negotiation for a 
contract, if it should be made. He was willing to 
leave it with the President of the United States, as 
an executive duty; and to whomever he might de- 


pute that duty, he would still remain the respon- | 


sible party. 

Mr. OTIS offered to withdraw his amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN stated that it could only be 
done by unanimous consent, 

Mr. JONES objected, 

‘The question was then taken on the adoption of 
Mr. Orts’s amendment, and it was decided in the 
negative. 

So the amendment was not agreed to. 

Mr. JONES offered a pro forma amendment. 
He said, that his colleague on the Committee of 
Ways and Means (Mr. Tompson, of anlar: 
pi] had said that he was willing to take all the 


responsibility which attached to his position here. | 


He (Mr. J.) did not doubt it, nor did any other 
gentleman on that floor. But what responsibility 
did he propose to take, or could he take? He said 
that he would let the President of the United 
States select which of his Ministers he might see 
fit to perform this service. With regard to this 
contract, he could say that it was not the only 
peoples made, and that some of them offered 
to do it at even a higher discount. 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Mississippi, inquired if 
they were by responsible bidders ? 

Mr. JONES would ask who was to judge of 
responsibility, and on what grounds the gentleman 
from Mississippi seemed to doubt that these were 
responsible bidders? 

With regard to the party by whom the contract 
should be negotiated, fre (M:, J.) was of opinion 
ion that it should be left entirely to the executive 
branch of Government. Supposing Mr. Webster, 
or any other member of the Sinleteretions shold 
be guided by any such influences as the gentleman 
from Massachusetts [Mr. Atten} would have 
the House believe, then it would be nearly a cer- 
tainty, that however low competing bids might 
be, the favorite bidder would be selected as the 


responsible bidder; and who could controvert it? | 


But still such a case was most improbable, and 
after all, the responsibility would rest entirely 
with the executive branch of Government; and he 
(Me. J.) contended, with the honorable chairman 


of the Committee of Ways and Means, [Mr. | 


Bayty,]| that the duty and the res onsibility of 
Congress in this matter began and ended with 
making the simple appropriation that was neces- 
sary to pay the Lateline, and that then the exe- 
cution of the law must be left with the Adminis- 
tration. 

Mr. VINTON said that he was opposed to the 
amendment, but that he had risen to say that he 
thought this subject was thoroughly understood, 
and that if the debate was prolonged it would be 
quite oe at this late period of the session, 
to pass the Army and Navy bills. He therefore 
moved that the committee rise, with a view of 


offering a resolution to suspend the five minutes | 


rule for this bill. 
The metion was agreed to and the committee 
rose. 


And the Speaker having resumed the chair, the | 


chairman of the committee reported progress. 

Mr. VINTON asked the unanimous consent 
of the House to introduce a resolution to suspend 
the rule allowing five minutes debate on the bill 
now under consideration in Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union. 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Mississippi, objected. 

Mr. VINTON moved to suspend the rules to 
enable him to introduce the resolution. 

Mr. BURT called for the yeas and nays; which 
were ordered, and being taken, were—yeas 109, 
nays 66; as follow: 


THE 


\ ter of diplomacy? 














YEAS—Messrs. Alston, Anderson, Andrews, Ashmun, 
Averett, Bayly, Beale, Bissell, Bowie, Breck, Briggs, W. 
| J. Brown, Burrows, Butler, E. Carrington Cabell, Joseph 





|| P. Caldwell, Calvin, Campbell, “artter, Chandler, W. R. | 
|| W. Cobb, Cole, Conger, Corwin, Crowell, Danner, De- | 


berry, Dickey, Dimmick, Dixon, Nathan Evans, Ewing, 
Gentry, Gilbert, Gott, Gould, Grinnell, Hammoud, Hay, 


| Haymond, Henry, Hibbard, Hilliard, Houston, Howe, Hun- | 


|| ter, Joseph W. Jackson, William T. Jackson, James L. 
Joln-son, Jones, Kerr, George G. King, James G. King, 
i| John A. King, Leyin, Horace Mann, Job Mann, Marshall, 


|, Matteson, McDonald, McGaughey, McKissock, Meacham, || 


| Daniel F. Miller, Moore, Morehead, Morrison, Morton, 
Nelson, Ogle, Outlaw, Peaslee, Penn, Phenix, Pitman, 


inson, Rockwell, Rose, Ross, Sackett, Schenck, Scher- 
merhorn, Schoolcraft, Shepperd, Silvester, Spaulding, 
| Sprague. Stanly, Alexander H. Stephens, Taylor, John B. 
Thompson, Thurman, Toombs, Underhill, Van Dyke, Vin- 
ton, Watkins, Wentworth, White, Whittlesey, and Wil- 
liams—109. 

NAYS—Messrs. Albertson, Allen, Ashe, Bingham, Bo- 
cock, Bowdon, Brooks, A. G. Brown, Burt, Joseph Ca- 
ble, Cleveland, Coleock, Daniel, Doty, Dunham, Durkee, 


Green, Hall, Halloway, Haralson, Isham G. Harris, Samp- 
son W. Harris, Holladay, Howard, Inge, Robert W. John- 
von, Julian, La Sere, Mason, McClernand, McDowell, 





Parker, Phelps, Powell, Robbins, Root, Savage, Seddon, 
Stetson, Sweetser, Thomas, Jacob Thompson 
Walden, Waldo, Wallace, Wildrick, Wilmot, 

| and Young—66. 

| So the rules were not suspended. 


| On motion by Mr. VINTON, the rules were 
| Suspended, and the House resolved itself into 
Commitiee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union. 

The question was then taken on Mr. Jones’s 
; amendment to the amendment, and it was not 
agreed to. 

The question recurred upon the amendment 
proposed by Mr. Brooks. 

Mr. BROOKS said that before the question was 
taken, he wished to say a word or two; and in 
order that he might do so, he would move to 
amend the amendment by adding these words: 
**any arrangement to the contrary notwithstand- 
ing.”’ His object in proposing that amendment 
was to show 
| Mr. BURT raised the question of order, that 
| the gentleman was modifying his own amendment, 
| and had no right to speak to the modification. It 
| had been so ruled repeatedly. 
| The CHAIRMAN sustained the point of 
order. 

Mr. BURT moved to amend the amendment 
by inserting after the word “ proposal,’’ the words 
| ** under the direction of the Secretary of the Treas- 
i ur 7? 

‘| Mr. B. said thathe should probably not have 
said a word upon this subject, if it had not been 
for the inquiry made on yesterday by the gentle- 
man from Missouri, (Mr. Green,] in regard to 
the contract in this instance being made by the 
Secretary of State. It was proper that he (Mr. 
B.) should state, that he utterly disclaimed any 
imputation whatever upon the probity and integ- 
rity of the Secretary of State. He had no such 
idea—none whatever. But at struck him as ex- 
ceedingly strange, that inasmuch as the first install- 
ment of the debt had been paid by the Secretary 
of the Treasury, the Secretary of State should be 
charged—as they had been informed by the chair- 
man of the Committee of Ways and Means—by 
| the President and Cabinet with the payment of 

th remaining installment. This was, be believed, 
the first instance in the history of the country, in 
which the Secretary of State had been required to 
perform a similar duty. Gentlemen would find 
that the duties of the Secretary of State were 
clearly defined by the act of 1789, and the Presi- 
dent of the United States could not charge him 
with the performance of other duties than those 
imposed on him by that act. What were these 
duties? Every gentleman must know that they 
| related ‘to affairs between this Government and 
|| foreign nations, to instructions to ministers, con- 
i suls, and diplomatic agents of this Government, 
| and to correspondence with similar agents on the 
~ of foreign nations. He maintained that the 
_ President of the United States had no earthly au- 
| thority to charge the Secretary of State with any 
| duties, other than these. 

Now, would gentlemen suppose that to chaffer 
| with bankers, and to make pecuniary arrange 
| ments for disbursing a sum of money, was a mat- 
It was a mere executive duty. 
It was no diplomatic act. If the proposition were 


/oodward, 
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Edmundson, Featherstou, Fitch, Fuller, Gerry, Gorman, | 


McLanahan, Robert M. McLane, McMullen, MecWillie, | 
Meade, J. K. Miller, Miilson, Morris, Morse, Orr, Otis, | 


Venable, | 





Feb. 26, 





i that the Secretary of State should, by treaty with 
the Mexican Government, alter the manner of 
paying this debt, why, then it would bea fuunetio, 
within the ele of his duty. It seemed to Sin, 
that matters of this sort came distinetly and mm 
plicitly within the scope of the duties of the Sec. 
_ retary of the Treasury. p 
__ He might be permitted to say in reference t 
these bankers whose names had been mentioned 
in this debate, that he knew but one of them, (Mr 
|| Corcoran,) the banker of this city, and he knew 
no man who was more gentlemanly, more jus, 
_ more unexceptionable, or more obliging than he. 
He (Mr. B.) had no business with the bankers as 
his affairs did not require it; but he presumed that 
there was not a member of the House who had 
ever applied to that gentleman for any facilities or 
convenience that had not been readily afforded io 
him. And if he (Mr. B.) had a favor to bestow 
he knew of no one more worthy of it than this 
gentleman. 

Mr. BAYLY said that his friend from South Car. 
olina was at fault in his recollection of history in 
relation to this matter. The gentleman had said 
that there was no instance in the history of this 
Government where a disbursement of money of 
'| this sort had been made by the Secretary of State 
| He (Mr. B.) was not going to defend this arrange. 
ment. Not at all. It was not necessary, But 
the fact being notorious that this negotiation was 
to be made by the Secretary of State, it was proper 
| for him to show that, in voting for this bill, he 
‘| was not sanctioning an unusual thing. He hap- 
|| pened to recollect one very remarkable instance, 
|| which would show that the gentleman from South 
|| Carolina was mistaken. Under the treaty of peace 
| negotiated at Ghent the British Government agreed 


| 
| 


4 


_ to pay for all the slaves that were taken off by her 
|| fleet after the war. She sent the money over here 

| to be disbursed, and he knew the fact that the 

| whole matter was under the management of the 
|| State Department. That was a much stronger 
| case than this, because there the money was re. 
| ceived from a foreign Government, and was placed 
| in the hands of the Administration, and it was » 
| domestic disbursement among the citizens of this 
|| country. Here, on the contrary, the money was ‘o 
| be paid toa foreign country. And if it was proper 
|| for theSecretary of State to disburse money received 
|| from a foreign nation, amongst our own citizens, 
|| was there nota much more marked propriety in 
|| placing this matter in the hands of the Secretary 
|| of State, when the money was to be paid to a for- 


_ eign nation? 
‘Mr. BURT (interposing) said that he was very 
| happy to be corrected if he was in error, but he 
should like the gentleman from Virginia to inform 
|| the committee whether that was not under some 
} arrangement of the treaty or under some law? 
| Mr. BAYLY replied that it was under neither. 
| Mr. BURT’ said that he happened to know some- 
|| thing about this matter, and he thought the gentle- 
|| man was mistaken. It was under a law. 
| Mr. BAYLY resumed: Suppose it was, that 
| would make*the case still stranger, and would 
| show that the American Congress, even in a do- 
| mestic disbursement, thought the Secretary of State 
_the proper officer. He (Mr. B.) was free to con- 
fess, that in the beginning of this matter, he had 
| thought that the Secretary of the Treasury was 
| the proper person, but the progress of affairs had 
| shown that the decision of General Taylor’s Cabi- 
| net, in giving it to Mr. Clayton, was correct. 
| There had been a great deal of correspondence 
| between the Mexican Minister and the Mexican 
Government, and Mr. Webster. That correspont- 
| ence could not have been carried on by the Secre- 
| tary of the Treasury, he having no function to 
| corres nd with foreign Governments. It must 
| have been carried on by the Secretary of State, 
|| and nothing could be more awkward or inconve- 
‘| nient than that the Secretary of the Treasury 
| should have the management of the matter, when 
|| the correspondence in reference to it should be car- 
|| ried on by the Secretary of State. 
| [Here the hammer fell. 
| r. BURT called for tellers on his amendment 
to the amendment; which were ordered, and 
i} 
i 


} 





Messrs. Ricnarpson and Ewre were appointed. 
The question being taken, the tellers reported— 
ayes 44, noes 102. 
So the amendment to the amendment was no! 


to. 
Mr. HOUSTON moved to amend Mr. Brooxs’s 
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end of the original bill: **to be paid in the mode 
already arranged for that purpose. ; 

" Mr. H. said: I have been a very attentive ob- 
cerver of the debate on this bill, from the time it 
was first taken up for consideration by the com- 
mittee, and I believe I have heard all that has been 
<aid both for and against the various amendments 
which have been offered. I am free to say, after 
ail 1 have heard, that I entirely agree with the 
Committee of Ways and Means, and honorable 
ventiemen Who have assumed the ground that the 
mode and manner of paying this money after the 
appropriation 18 made, is purely an executive 
function—an arrangement to be made by the ex- 
ecutive department of the Government, and not by 
the legislative or appropriating power. I concur 


Ways and Means, who has reported this bill, that 
the House has nothing more to do with this mat- 
ver than to make the appropriation; and that that 


appropriation, when made, must be paid according | 


to the terms of the treaty, under the direction and 
management of another and coérdinate depart- 
ment of the Government, as other appropriations 
are expended and disbursed when made. 

| wish, however, to advert very briefly to a few 
remarks which fell from the honorable member 
from South Carolina, [Mr. Burr,] in regard to 
what he is disposed to term the very extraordi- 
nary mode which has been heretofore adopted in 
the payment of these installments, due under a 
treaty to Mexico. As such, it appears to me that 
it would be perfectly legitimate for the Adminis- 
tration, aS an executive duty, to adopt whatever 
mode might seem best, most convenient, and most 
conducive to the public interests; and that it would 


be perfectly competent for it, under all the circum- | 
stances, and taking into consideration the peculiar | 


yature and obligation of this indebtedness, to ar- 
range the mode and terms of payment through 
whatever Department of the Government it might 
see proper to select. But as to the course pursued 
by my friend, Mr. Clayton, the late Secretary of 


« mendment, by substituting for it, to be added to 


| 
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of the present Secretary of State in regard to this || accordance with the terms of the treaty, demands 








matter, 

{Here the Chairman’s hammer fell. ] 

Mr. HOLMES said, he did not remember ever | 
to have seen, in the course of his short political 
existence here, a more pitiable spectacle than that || 
now presented by this American Congress. lt 
almost appeared as if Congress had now nothing | 
more to do than to violate a contract, and to sub- 
serve the interest of speculators. ‘This discussion 
could not, he thought, be made to bear any other 
complexion than that. Congress was about to 
perform a solemn duty, which it was called on to 
perform by the obligations of a treaty—that of || 


| appropriating the money to pay the Mexican in- 


demnity—and after that, the payment of the 


; e! | money was, under the Constitution, a duty left to 
with the honorable chairman of the Committee of |! 


< : re “ 
the Executive branch of the Government. And 


| yet action was at the mement suspended because || 


a gentleman had made an offer that he would 


| undertake the payment at three and a half per | 


cent, discount. He believed that Mr. Marks’s |! 


| letter itself showed that the whole matter was in- | 
|| volved in corruption from beginning to the end. | 
The bulk of the indemnity was to be paid, ac- | 


; and any one doubt t 


, cording to this proposition, in this country, but || 


Cui bono? | 
rat this $70,000 was to go | 
into the hands of Mr. Marks? And yet this was 

a matter on which Congress was wasting its | 


$70,000 of it are to be paid in Mexico. 


| time. 


Siate, in regard to this matter, | would state that | 
so long as it remained a subject of diplomatic ar- | 


rugement between the two Governments, and so 
long as it was proposed to effect the payment by 
negotiation with the minister of Mexico in this 
country, or through the agency of the American 
minister resident in that country, he deemed it to 
be his duty, as eeeetery of State, to superintend 
and direct it, as it clearly was. But after having 
made the attempt, and failed to effect a payment 
through the diplomatic channels of the two coun- 
tries, he declined having anything further to do 
with conducting the payment of it, on grounds of 
personal conn alone, as I have the best reasons 
ior knowing and stating, and not because it would 
have been, under the circumstances, a usurpation 
of power on the part of the Executive to direct 
him todo it. If, however, the payment had to be 
elected through bankers, or through the agency 
of private individuals, and not in the mode which 
Ihave stated, he did not conceive it to be a duty 
necessarily devolving upon his Department to 
have anything to do with it; and inasmuch as he 
foresaw that, if such an arrangement had to be 
made through bankers or private individuals, his 
motives for making such an arrangement might 
be liable to misconstruction and malevolent im- 
peachment—a foresight which, | would remark, has 
been strikingly vindicated in the progress of this 
discussion, in which it has been shown that he 
would have been liable to be assailed with calumny, 
if any one should see proper, in such a case, to im- 
peach his integrity for some supposed secret and 
personal interest which he might have in such an 
‘rrangement—he peremptorily declined to have 
aly connection with it, and refused to entertain 
aly proposition of that nature as soon as he dis- 
covered that he could not effect the payment of 
‘te money through diplomatic agencies, except to 
sty to those who made them, that he would ad- 
vise the President as to the course he should adopt 
in regard to them. And, I repeat, he did so, not 
‘ecause it would have been in itself such an ex- 
‘nordinary proceeding on his part, under all the 
“rcumstances, but, because he foresaw, as I have 
before stated, that it might expose his character 
‘nd conduct in making such an arrangement to 
the base and foul aspersions, to the false and 
‘candalous imputations, as I believe them to be, 
which have been cast on the motives and objects 


| 





The question was then taken on Mr. Hovs- | 
TON’s amendment, and it was not agreed to. 

Mr. BROOKS moved to amend the original 
bill by adding thereto the words “and that any 


| and all arrangements for the payment of this in- 





demnity, be and are hereby declared subject to | 
the conditions of this act.’ 

Mr. B. said that his object in offering this | 
amendment was to show that in the discussion 
upon this subject which took place last session in | 
this and in the other branch of Congress—— 

Mr. JONES rose to a question of order. The | 
amendment now pending was the amendment of- | 
fered by the gentleman from New York, and he || 
had made a speech on it. He could modify this | 
amendment, but he could not move to amend his |! 
own amendment, and make another speech on it. | 

The CHAIRMAN stated that the proposal of ! 
the gentleman from New York was to amend the || 
original bill. \| 

Mr. BROOKS said that he had a right to amend | 
the original bill. 

The CHAIRMAN said the gentleman had one | 
amendment to the original bill already pending. |; 

Mr. BROOKS asked if he had not then a right | 
to move an addition to his own amendment? 

The CHAIRMAN said that such had not been | 
the practice of the commiitee. 

M . BROOKS wished to know if he understood | 
the Chair to decide that he had not a right to per- | 
fect the original bill before the vote was taken on | 
the amendment ? 

The CHAIRMAN said that the gentleman from 
New York had one amendment already pending, | 
but it was not a proposition to strike out the whole 
bill. When that amendment was disposed of, an 
amendment to the original bill would be in order. 

Mr. HOWARD oifered the following amend- 
ment to the amendment of Mr. Brooxs: 

“ Provided, That the contractor shall give security for the || 
faithful performance of the contract, by an hypothecation 
of the stocks of the United States.”’ 

Mr. H. said that it appeared to him that if this 
contract were let out to the highest bidder, Con- 
gress was called upon to take some efficient meas- 
ures to attain the most ample security that the 
contract should be performed according to its terms. 
It had already been stated, that the present con- 
tractors had given arsple security in the national | 
stock, for the performance of their contract. It || 
was important that the a should be || 
made in conformity, precisely, with the terms of | 
the treaty, because it was a stipulation regulated || 
by treaty, and could not be violated except in || 
the same form in which it had been made—that | 
was by act of the treaty-making power. Treaties | 
were made with Mexico by the action of both | 
branches of their Congress, to which the Congress | 
of the United States should agree. It was im-| 





portant that the treaty should be kept inviolate, | 
inasmuch as the Government of Mexico was ex- 

ceedingly unstable. Revolutions were frequent, || 
and if the payment was not to be niade exactly in | 
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might possibly be made for repayment. 
{Here the Chairman's hammer fell, the hour 
having arrived to take a recess until six o’clock.] 





PETITIONS, &c. 
The following petitions, memorials, &c., were presented 
under the rule, and referred to appropriate committees : 


By Mr. RISLEY : The petition of J. Calhoun and other 
citizens of Cattaraugus county, New York, praying Con- 


gress to increase the compensation of deputy marshals for 
taking the census. 


By Mr. JULIAN: The petition of 80 citizens of Henry 
county, Indiana, praying Congress to take measures for the 


settlement of international difficulties by arbitration, or a 
Congress of Nations. 

By Mr. SCHERMERHORN: The memorial of P. B. 
Holdridge, one of the assistant marshals of the county of 
Monroe, in the northern district of New York, asking for 
additional compensation for taking the seventh census. 

By Mr. CROWELL: The petition of B. F. Curtis and 
others, citizens of Trumbull county, Ohio, praying Con 


gess to repeal the fugitive slave law of the last session of 
Congress. 


By Mr. GIDDINGS: The petitions for the repeal of the 
fugitive slave law of F. F. Stevens and 150 other citizens 
of Madison county, New York; of John Gruston and 79 
other citizens of Adams county, Ohio; of Sarah Crabbe 
and 63 other ladies of Adams county, Ohio. 


EVENING SESSI0N., 

The committee resumed its session, (Mr. Borp 
in the chair,) the Mexican indemnity bill being 
still under consideration. 

The chairman stated that the question immedi- 
ately pending was the amendment proposed by the 
gentleman from Texas [Mr. Howarp] to the 
amendment of the gentleman from New York, 
{Mr. Brooxs,] as follows: 

* Provided, That the contractor shall give security for the 
faithful performance of the contract, by an hypothecation of 
the stocks of the United States.*’ 

Mr. HALL called for a division on the ques- 
tion; and 

The question being put, it was ascertained that 
there was no quorum. 

Mr. DUER moved that the committee rise. 

Mr. PHELPS desired to know whether a de- 
cision had been made upon adopting Mr. How- 
ARD’s amendment? 

The CHAIRMAN said no decision had been 
given. 

The question was then taken on the motion to 
rise, and decided in the affirmative. 

The committee rose accordingly, and the Speak- 
er. having resumed the chair, the Chairman re- 
ported progress. 

Mr. PHELPS moved that there be a call of the 
House; which was agreed to. 

The roll was thereupon called, when 110 mem- 
bers answered to their names. 

On motion by Mr. BAYLY, all further pro- 
ceedings in the call were suspended. 


JUDGE IRVINE. 


Mr. THOMPSON, of Pennsylvania, asked the 
unanimous consent of the House to enable him to 


| make a report from the Committee on the Judicia- 


ry, in relation to an investigation of the official 
conduct of the Hon, Thomas Irvine, district judge 


|of the United States for the western district of 


Pennsylvania. He moved that the report be 


| read. 


The report is as follows: 


“‘ The Committee on the Judiciary, to whom was referred 
the memorial of the members of the bar of Pittsburg, in 
Pennsylvania, praying for an investigation of the oficia! 
conduct of the Honorable Thomas Irvine, judge of the dis- 
trict court of the United States for the western district of 


| said State, accompanied by charges signed and prepared by 


Lewis Dunlop, Esq., would respectfully represent to the 
House of Representatives : 

“That the charges accompanying said memorial are nu- 
merous, and of a grave nature, and such as, if time would 


| permit, to demand a full, careful and patient investigation ; 


that a list of witnesses has also heen furnished, resident 
mostly in the western part of Pennsylvania, and indicated 
as necessary to the maintenance of the charges made ; 
that the said memorial and charges were presented to the 
House of Representatives on the 13th instant, and came 
before your committee on the 14th. Your committee, un- 
der these circumstances, are of opinion, that there is not 
time at the present session of Congress to make the inves- 
tigation prayed for; that the witnesses could not be sum- 
moned and called here before the adjournment of Congress, 
or the party charged be notified of the allegations against 
him, so as to prepare for his defence, there remaining but 
eighteen days in all, and fifteen legislative days of the ses- 
sion, at the time said memorial came to the notice of your 
committee. For these reasons, the committee ask to be 
discharged from the further consideration of the subject.’’ 


Mr. BAYLY objected. He moved that the 
rules of the House be suspended, and the House 
resolve itself into Committee of the Whole on the 
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state of the Union; but withdrew the motion at 
the request o-— 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Pennsylvania, who re- 
ceived the unanimous consent of the House te in- 
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which received a second, and the main question 
was ordered. 

The question now being on ordering the bill to 
be engrossed and read a third time, it was put, and 


troduce his report; which was ordered to lie on || carried in the affirmative, and the bill was read 


the table and be printed. 
Objection from several quarters. 


plain. 

(Mr. T. intended to say, when objection was | 
made, that the judge had addressed him, as chair- 
man of the Committee on the Judiciary, a letter, 
expressing his entire willingness to meet the in- | 
vestigation, and a desire that it would be proceeded 
in as speedily as possible; also requesting a copy 
of the charges.] 





THE FIVE MINUTES RULE. 


Mr. BOYD asked and obtained the unanimous 
consent of the House to introduce a resolution | 
suspending the five minutes rule, as far as it rela- | 
ted to the Mexican indemnity bill. 

‘The question was taken and the resolution was 
agreed to, 


THE MEXICAN INDEMNITY BILL. 


Mr. BAYLY moved that the rules be suspend- | 
ed, and that the House resolve itself into Commit- j; 


tee of the Whole on the state of the Union. 
The motion was agreed to, and the House ac- 
cordingly resolved itself into Committee of the 


Whole on the state of the Union, (Mr. Boyp ix | 


the chair,) and resumed the consideration of the 
following bill: 


A BILL to provide for carrying into execution in further | 
part, the twelfth article of the treaty with Mexico conclu- | 


ded at Guadalupe Hidalgo. 
Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representa- 


tives of the United States of America in Congress assem- || 


| support of the Army for the year ending the 30th 


bled, That the sum of three millions one hundred and eigh- 

ty thousand dollars be, and the same is hereby, appropriated | 
out of any money in the Treasusy not otherwise appropria- 

ted, for the payment of the installment and interest which | 
will fall due on the thirtieth of May, eighteen hundred and | 
fifty-two, under the twelfth article of the treaty between the | 
United States and.Mexico, made and concluded at Guada- | 
lupe Hidalgo, on the second of February eighteen bundred | 
and forty-eight. | 


Mr. BROOKS had moved to amend the bill by | 
adding thereto the following, viz: 


‘“<That the President be directed, as in case of loans made 
for the use of the United States, to advertise and receive 


proposals, and contract for the payment of said installment | 
through the highest responsible bidder.”’ | 


And the pending question was on the amend- 


ment to this amendment, moved by Mr. Howarp, | 


as follows: 


‘* Provided, That the contractors shall give security for the | 


faithful performance of the contract, by an hypothecation of 
the stocks of the United States.’ 

Mr, HOWARD, by unanimous consent, with- 
drew his amendment. 

The question recurring upon the amendment of 
the neddlncha from New York, [Mr. Brooxs,] 

Tellers were demanded and ordered, and Messrs. 
Canrrer, and Kine of New Jersey, appointed. 


‘The question was then taken, and the tellers re- 


ported—ayes 50, noes 75. 

So the amendment was not agreed to. 

Mr. BAYLY moved that the committee rise. 

Mr..BROWN, of Mississippi, said he had an 
amendment to offer. 
a substitute for the bill: 


““That the President be, and is hereby, authorized td | 
cause te be accepted, payable at the Treasury of the Uniteo || 
States, the drafts of the Mexican Government drawn on ac- || 


count of ghe last installment of the indemnity to become due 
to Moxi& under the weaty of Guadalupe Hidalgo, provided 
that Government will make a reasonable allowance for pre- 


mium Ofexchange, and deliver to the United States a valid | 











| ders this appropriation indispensable. 
| present law, men are enlisted for five | dla and, 
|| consequently, in each year one-fifth o 


He offered the following as | 


|| the third time. 
Mr. THOMPSON desired to say-— i 


The question now being, ‘Shall the bill pass?” 


i it was taken, and decided in the affirmative. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman cannot ex- | 


Mr. PHELPS demanded the yeas and nays; 
but only fifteen gentlemen rising, they were not 


ordered. 

So the bill passed. 

Mr. BAYLY moved to reconsider the vote by 
which the bill passed, and to lay that motion on 


the table; which latter motion was agreed to. 


THE MILITARY ACADEMY BILL. 

On motion by Mr. BAYLY, by unanimous con- 
sent, the House proceeded to the consideration of 
the Military Reidoon bill, and the amendment of 
the Senate thereto; when it was ordered that the 
House insist on their disagreement to the amend- 
ment, and agree to the conference asked by the 
Senate on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses; 
and that Mr. Tuompson of Mississippi, Mr. 
Toomss, and Mr. Jones, be the conferees on the 
part of the House. 


POST OFFICE APPROPRIATION BILL. 


A message was received from the Senate an- 
nouncing the passage by that body of the post 
office appropriation bill, with amendments; and 
on motion by Mr. Bayty, they were referred to 
the Committee of Ways and Means. 


ARMY APPROPRIATION BILL. 
On motion by Mr. BAYLY, the House then 


went into Committee of the Whole on the state of |) 
| the Union, (Mr. Boyp in the chair,) and proceeded 


to consider the bill making appropriations for the 


of June, 1852. 

Mr. GIDDINGS moved to strike from the bill 
an item appropriating $56,616 for the recruiting 
service. 

Mr. GIDDINGS said: I move to strike out that 
item, for the reason that | am opposed to any 
further increase of the Army. e have not time 
at this session to enter upon a reduction of the 
Army, officers as well as men, but we have time 
to strike out a provision which makes any addi- 
tions to that Army. The appropriation which I 
propose to strike out is intended merely for an 
increase—for keeping up the Army by enlistment. 
I therefore move to strike out that item. 

Mr. JOHN A. KING said: I trust, that the 
amendment proposed by the gentleman from 
Ohio, to strike out the appropriation for recruit- 
ing the Army, will not prevail. The necessity for 
the annual enlistment of a part of the Army ren- 
By the 


the Army 
is out of service by the terms of their engagement. 
Provision, therefore, must be made in this bill to 
keep up the regiments to the full complement au- 
thorized by the existing laws. With the know- 
ledge of that fact, the committee will perceive, that 
if the motion prevails, the efficiency of the Army 
will be endangered, as without funds specifically 


| appropriated for that purpose, agreeably to the 


usual estimates, the enlistment of men cannot 
be continued. I had hoped, Mr. Chairman, that 
when we came to the discussion of this bill f6r the 
support of the Army, that the able and efficient 


chairman of the Committee on Military Affairs of 


this House, with whom it has been my pride to 


| be associated during both sessions of this Con- 


receipt and sequittance, acknowledging that the payment || gress, would have been im his place, from which 


of the said drafts will be a payment in full of the sum to be- || 
come due to Mexieo on account of the said installment of | 


the indemnity aforesaid.” 


iP 


see He ee 


|| the limit of the law. : 
various causes and casualties, the number of men 


e is so rarely absent, and that he would have 
laced before the committee, as, from his greater 
nowledge and experience in these matters, he 
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| Ohio without any difficulty. If the gentleman wil} 

| look at the reports of the Secretary at War, of the 

| General-in-Chief, and also at those of the heads 
of the different branches of the War Department 

| for this year, which are ak ee and minute on al} 
the subjects connected with the Army, and the 
military defence of the country, he will see the 
reason for these enlistments, and the Purposes 
proposed to be accomplished by this annual sup- 
ply of men to the Army of the United States. ‘| 
will proceed, then, in the best way that I can, to 
present some of the views which have decided 
myself and others of the Military Committee ty 
sustain the estimates for the support of the Army, 
as presented and asked for by the Secretary of 
War, and to resist, so far as I can, such a reduc. 
tion as is contemplated in this bill by the Com- 
mittee of Ways and Means. The estimates for 
the Army proper by the War Department, amount 
to $9,007,123; and the reduction proposed in the 
bill before us amounts to about $2,500,000—nearly 
one third. 

The aggregate strength of the Army, as at pres- 
ent established by law, and supposing every com- 
pany to have its complement, is 12,927 officers 
and men—composing eight regiments of infantry, 

| four of artillery, two of dragoons, and one of 











mounted riflemen. It rarely happens that a com- 
pany is complete, while enlistments cannot exceed 
It is supposed, that from 


actually in service and fit for duty falls short of 
‘the full number from thirty to forty per cent. 
| And the returns show only an aggregate, present 
| and absent, of 10,703, and that three thousand re- 
cruits are required. 

This army guards the forts on the sea-board and 
the lakes, and the posts within the recent limits of 
the United States. By the report of the Adjutant 
| General, it will be seen that out of the 12,927 
| officers and men composing the Army, 7,796, or 
| more than one half, are stationed in, or under 
| orders for, Texas, New Mexico, California, and 
Oregon—Territories acquired by annexation and 
by the treaty with Mexico. 

At the last session of Congress, authority was 
given to increase every company on the western 
frontiers to seventy-four men each, and also to 

mount and equip such portions of the infantry in 
Texas and New Mexico as the President might 
deem expedient. This mode of converting infantry 
into cavalry has been found inefficient, and only 
tending to disorganize the infantry; and its repeal 
will be asked for, and that authority be given to 
convert one of the eight regiments of infantry 
ermanently into a regiment of mounted riflemen, 
or a transfer from the regiments of infantry of 
such and so many of their officers and men as may 
be suited to such a change—thus giving a new 
efficient cavalry regiment for the frontier service 
| against mounted Indians, without adding a man to 
the Army. Both the Secretary of War and Com- 
| mander-in-Chief of the Army, in view of the im- 
mense line of frontier on the side of Mexico, to be 
defended on both sides of that line against the in- 
roads and attacks of the numerous warlike and 
well-mounted tribes of Indians within our newly- 
| acquired territory, strongly recommended one or 
more cavalry regiments, as the only effective force 
'against them. But the Committee on Military 
| Affairs, upon full consideration, could not at this 
| time concur in the recommendations made, but, 
| yielding to the views presented in favor of a greater 
‘cavalry force, concluded to advise that a new 
| regiment of mounted riflemen should be formed 
out of the eight regiments of infantry. 
In 1844 the extreme western posts, extending 
| from the Gulf of Mexico to Lake Superior, were 
| Fort Jesup, within twenty-four miles of steam 
| navigation on Red river; Fort Towson and Wa- 
) shita, on Red river and above Fort Jesup; Forts 








The question was taken upon the substitute, | would have been far better qualified than myself |) Smita and Gibson, on the navigable waters of the 


and it was rejected. 


report the bill, 

Ihe motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose, and the Speaker 
having resumed the chair, the Chairman reported 
that the committee, according to order, had had 


under consideration the state of the Union gen- || inform the committee what necessity exists for the || whole a that 


} to do, the reasons and arguments against the great 
Mr. BAYLY moved that the committee rise and | reduction which this bill contemplates in the esti- 


mates furnished by the Secretary of War. 


Mr. GIDDINGS, (interrupting.) May I in- || 
{| terrupt the gendeman from New York? (Mr. 
Kine.) I wish, Mr. Chairman, that this gentle- 


man, or the chairman who reported the bill, would 


erally, and particularly the Mexican indemnity || enlistment of these men, for which it is proposed 


bill, and had instructed him to report the same to | to pay $55,000? I want to know for what pur- 
ihe House without amendment. 1 


Mr. BAYLY demanded the previous question; 


se will employ them. 
pM, KING. will answer the gentleman from 


| Arkansas; Fort Scott, on the southwest frontier 
| of Missouri; Fort Leavenworth,on Missouri river; 
| Fort Snelling, near the head of navigation on the 

Mississippi; and Fort Wilkins, on Lake Superior. 
| Several OF Jous and well- 


these posts were in po 
| cultivated Hieighboriodts, and all were of easy 


access and ech ‘supplied ;'so that the cost of the 
| ott sa for transportation was 
|| less than $120,000. Now the ou are removed 

to the Rio Grande, the Gila, and the Pacific, with 
| long intermediate lines of posts between the former 
and present frontiers. 
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This a and, with small exceptions, totally un- 
led country, is to be guarded and protected | 


2 ° } 
aginst the numerous bands of warlike Indians 


' 
within it; and the treaty with Mexico imposes on 
ys the additional obligation of defending the whole | 
¢ontier of that country, on the other side of the 
Rio Grande, against the inroads and forays of these | 
indians, who, for more than two hundred years, | 
nave successfully plundered and a this de- | 
joneeless country. The annexation of Texas has | 
aided, also, aterritory as large as five of the great- 
»st States in the Union, whose American popula- | 
yon is a8 yet sparse and in comparatively small | 
-ommunities, and within whose limits roams the | 
wild and warlike Camanche. The settlements in | 
these immense regions must be protected—our | 
own, because they have a right to demand it: | 
those of Mexico, on our ‘Western frontier, because | 
we have, by treaty, stipulated to defend them. | 
Then, too, we have California and Oregon, which | 
have their claims also, for protection. It was 
in view of the defence which our new and enlarged | 
weritory demanded at our hands, and in obedience | 
to the obligations incurred by us under our treaty 
with*Mexico, that an increase of about three thou- 
sand men was authorized by the law of last ses- 
sion; and these furnish the reasons and the ground 
for the call which is now made upon aioe 
supply the necessary means to support and main- 
iin the Army authorized by law, in the positions 
to which they have been ordered by the Com- 
mander-in-Chief, in view of our defenceless settle- 
ments and of our treaty obligations. It is easy for 
centlemen to rise up and ask, Whatneed have we 
ofan Army—and an Army which costs so much? 
What isthe number of our Army, compared with 
the extent of country which must be defended; 
and the power and obligations of the United States. 
{tisas small as the extent and nature of its service 
will admit of; and to accomplish in any degree, 
the important results for which it is now, and must | 
for many years to come be used, and until these 
new countries shall have a population capable of 
defending themselves, each and every corps of it 
must be rendered efficient in the highest degree, 
and be composed of such character and description 
of force as may be best fitted to curb, control, and 
punish, the numerous well-mounted and warlike | 
tribes of Indians within ourlimits. ‘These Indians | 
are brave, and have always subsisted by plunder; | 
and with arms in their hands, they will fight be- 
fore they starve. We must exterminate or feed 
| 


them. None can doubt which of the two the 
humanity of the country would prefer. 

There is another question, connected with the 
support of the Army, as asked for in the estimates 
of the War Department, which cannot~be over- 
looked oravoided. Youare bound by treaty with 
Mexico, not only to protect the inhabitants of New 
Mexico, who have elected to become American 
atizens, but also to guard the immense line of fron- 
tet which now divides the United States from | 
Mexico. If you fail to vote the necessary sup- 
ples for your Army, under these circumstances—if | 
by reason of the curtailment proposed by the Com- 
mittee of Ways and Means, thorough and com- 
plete equipment and transportation should not be 
allorded, and the defence and protection of the Mex- 
ican frontier shall, from these causes, be incomplete 
and defective, reclamations for losses and plunder- 
ed property will instantly follow, and large indem- 
nities will be demanded, and must be paid to the 
Mexican Government for the non-fulfillment of our 
treaty stipulations. If, then, we intend to afford | 
protection to the scattered settlements in these vast | 
countries; if we intend to comply in good faith | 
with the stipulations of our treaty, onerous as | 
they may be, we have no option but to vote the 
supplies asked for the support and movement of 
he troops by the War Department. If we mean 
o do this, we must take the estimates of that! 

‘partment fora guide, and not the insufficient 
‘ppropriations proposed by the Committee of 
"ays and Means. The Secretary of War is 
‘he responsible head of that branch of the public 
service. Before him are laid all the estimates 
for its pay, subsistence, clothing, and transport- 
‘ton. He is thoroughly conversant with the re- 
quirements of the service, the character of the 
“vemy, and the treaty stipulations by which we 
‘re bound. In view of all these, and upon the re- 
sponsibility which belongs to his station, he has | 
‘old you that for the Army proper he asks an ap- | 
Propriation of $9,007,123. At an early period of | 
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the session, the chairman of the Military Commit- 
tee, seeing that the sum asked for was large, and a 
very considerable part of it for the expenses of 
transportation, decided, with the approval of the 
other members of the committee, to look into these 


estimates, with a view to their reduction, if prac- | 
ticable; but after a long and careful examination, | 
he was unable to arrive at any other conclusion, | 
with slight exceptions, than that the estimates, un- | 
der all the circumstances, could not be reduced with | 


safety to the support of the Army in the most ef- 
ficient condition. 

In that view most of the committee concurred, 
and hence it is that I, as well from the statement 
of the chairman as from my own examination of 
the subject, have come to the conclusion to defend 
the estimates of the War Department, and to op- 
pose the reduction contemplated in the bill before 
us. I observe that the reduction applies to the 
clothing, to the regular supplies of the Quarter- 


master’s Department, as well as to the incidental | 
expenses of the same; and to the purchase of || 


horses for the cavalry, to the construction of bar- 
racks, and to the transportation of troops. The 
latter item is reduced from$2,000,000 to $1,000,000. 

Now, I should be glad to know upon what esti- 
mates or calculations it was, that the Committee 


of Ways and Means was enabled to come to con- | 


clusions so opposite to those of a majority of the 
members of the Military Committee—whether 
they had such estimates and information as will 


justify them in stating to this committee that the | 


estimates of the Secretary of War should be cut 
down to the extent proposed in this bill. 

Mr. CARTTER. Do I understand the gentle- 
man from New York to say that the estimates are 
cut down from the appropriations of last year ? 

Mr. KING. I mean that they are cut down from 
the estimates of the War Department which I hold 
in my hand—the estimates for the next fiscal year 
—of nine millions of dollars. 

Mr. CARTTER. I would suggest to my col- 


league of the Military Committee, in reference to | 


the remark he has just made, whether it is not 
true, that the enormous expenditures in the Quar- 


termaster’s Department have not been the subject | 


of discussion in the committee ? 

Mr. KING. Iwill reply distinctly that they 
have been, and the chairman was authorized to 
examine particularly this large item of expendi- 
ture, and see what could be Dune to bring it with- 
in narrowercompass. Still, Mr. Chairman, I am 
unable to perceive how it was that the Committee 
of Ways and Means came to their conclusions 


warrant, the regular estimates. If good reasons 
exist for such curtailmentand they can be shown, 
and the efficiency of the Army still be maintained, 
and such portions of it at all times transported to 
the frontiers where their services are required, | 
will cheerfully lend my aid to such reduction. Bu 
it must be remembered that by the extension of 
our frontiers we have included a vast territory, in 
which reside numerous, warlike, and well-mounted 
bands of Indians, accustomed for centuries to 

lunder and ravage the provinces of Texas, of 
New Mexico, and the more cultivated and settled 
ee of Mexico on the western side of the 

io Grande; that these far-distant frontiers, and 
many of the intermediate points, are to be reached 
only at great expense by traversing lines of route, 
of many hundred miles in extent, where no culti- 
vation exists or supplies can be found—which can- 
not be reached by water, but where all must be 
transported in wagons. 

The expenditure, therefore, of the Quarte>mas- 
ter’s Department have increased from these con- 
siderations in a disproportionate ratio. In 1844 
the amount expended by that Department was 
$871,000. In the last fiscal year the amount was 
five times as great, exceeding a little $4,000,000. 
Since 1844 the Army has been doubled in num- 
bers. If the expenses had been the same the in- 
crease should have been in the same ratio. The 
increase is to be looked for in the long lines of 
tra rtation, and in the communications which 
must bekeptupand maintained inthe immense and 
uncultivated territories of Texas, New Mexico, 

ron, and California. Fort Leavenworth, on 
the Missouri, has been the entrepdt for all beyond 
it wést, and for New Mexico. The expense of 
the Quartermaster’s Department is from three to 
five hundred per cent., and in some items more 
than one thousand per cent. greater in New Mex- 





to cut down, as it seems to me, without sufficient | 
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ico, on the Oregon route, and Texas, than it would 
be on the Atlantic. In addition to which, the state 
of the service requires a large force of teamsters, 
mechanics, and laborers. All these are now hired, 
and sometimes at heavy rates; and often, owing to 
| the want of proper control, the duty is badly per- 
formed. It is proposed to enlist a sufficient num- 
ber of each, and place them under the rules and 
articles of war, which will give the necessary con- 
trol over them. The force which is best adapted 
to the service in Texas and New Mexico is caval- 
| ry, and such it must continue to be, until the no- 
madic tribes of Indians, whose food was the buf- 
falo, and who, as they have diappeared, have since 
lived by plunder for their subsistence, shall con- 
sent to become cultivators. If then we must main- 
tain the posts along our western frontier, we must 
| continue to feed and to clothe the men who are to de- 
i fend and protect them. This large excess, there- 
|| fore, over the expenditure of former years, is the 
result of the annexation of Texas, and of the war 
‘| with Mexico, and cannot, so far as the information 
| has been laid before the Committee on Military 
| Affairs, be diminished in any essential manner. 
If any reduction founded on better information, 
or upon estimates based upon authority entitled 
to more respect than those recommended by the 
War Department, can be shown, I will cheerfully 
yield my support to them. But until such can 
be shown I am not at liberty, having in view 
the efficiency of the Army, the distant and ardu- 
| ous service in which it is engaged, and the obliga- 
tions incurred by the treaty with Mexico, to with- 
| hold any he of the regular estimates which have 
| been laid before us for the support of the Army. 

I may here state, for the information of the com- 
mittee, that the Oregon rifle regiment has been or- 
dered home by the way of Panama and New Or- 
| leans, where it is to be remounted and marched 

across Texas to its ultimate destination—the Terri- 
| tory of New Mexico. A dispatch has also been sent 
to the commander of the Pacific division, to know 
whether, in his opinion, it would be safe to allow 
| the troops now stationed in California to be with- 
| drawn, leaving the defence of that country to the 
brave, hardy, and well-armed men whose numbers 
and courage will furnish the best and surest pro- 
tection against the attacks of its native tribes. 

W hen the thousand men who are now in Oregon 
|| and California shall have returned from these dis- 
| tant countries, a large item of expenditure will be 
at once reduced. As the appropriation for the 
Quartermaster’s Department is that which has be- 
come, from its increase, the object of attack and 
reduction, it may, perhaps, be well to allude 
briefly to the character of the service which it is 
required to perform. Previous to 1845, all sub- 
sistence stores required in time of peace were de- 
livered at the several pests and stations by con- 
|| tract, without expense to the Quartermaster’s 
i Department; and, as before stated, these posts and 
|| stations were at that time, and previous to our 

new acquisitions of territory, of easy access by 
| water, and situated, many of them, in the neigh- 
| borhood of cultivation and supply. By the pres- 
|| ent arrangement the Quartermaster’s Department 
'| pays all the expenses of transportation from the 
'| places of pitehsis to these distant posts. The 
|| Commissary General purchases the supplies where 
|| they can be had on the best terms, ie hi near to 
|} the stations to be supplied as may be, and then the 
|| Quartermaster’s Department is called upon to 
|| transport them to their destination. The actual 
‘| cost to the Government may be the same under 
either arrangement; but the expenses of the 

Quartermaster’s Department are swollen by the full 
|| amount thus paid. ‘The cost of forage is based on 
| actual purchases within the year. The price va- 

ries at different posts and at different seasons of 
'the year. The cost of forage at Forts Laramie 
| and Kearny is the cost of grain in Missouri with 
|| the cost of transportation added, as forage must be 
transported and supplied wherever the service re- 
|| quires it. The expenditure can only be controlled 
|| by the most rigid economy; and as the operations 
| of the Army are governed = circumstances over 
'| which the Quartermaster’s Department has no con- 
\} trol, it should not be held responsible further 
'| than to a strict economy in all its expenditures. 
'| Should the system of cultivation recommended be 
|| carried into effect, the expenses of supplies may 
'! and will be reduced. Time alone, and the pro- 
|| tection afforded by the presence of the troops, can 
i effect this change; and the estimates for the next 
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fiscal year cannot be reduced to meet such a con- 
tingency. The cost of transporting a recruit 
from the depét to his station, was, before the 
war with onion from a few dollars to $20. 
Now it varies from a few dollars to upwards of 
$100, viz: ‘To Oregon, $115; California $100; New 
Mexico $50; Texas $15 to $35. About threethou- 
sand recruits will be required, by the Adjutant 
General's report, to be transported for the various 
depots during the present year. This is another 
increased expense which must be incurred. The 
cost of a soldier’s ration on the Atlantic is about 
twelve and a half cents; in Texas nineteen cents; 
in New Mexico forty-two cents, These details are 


submitted, to show the character of the service | 


which the Quartermaster’s Department is called 
upon to perform; the vast extent of wild and 


uncultivated country which must be traversed by , 


the trains of supply, and the unavoidable necessity 
which demands that the service shall be faithfully 
performed. 

It remains only to state to the committee the 
consequences which cannot fail to flow from a re- 
fusal on its part to furnish the supplies for the 
support of the Army which are founded on the 
estimates of. the War Department. We must 
maintain the Army in its greatest efficiency; and 
in order to do so, all thesupples which are required 
for its support, its health, its transportation, and 
the vigilant and efficient discharge of the, trust re- 
posed in it, must be furnished. If crippled in 
these respects by a narrow economy, Texas 
will eventually demand that her people and settle- 
ments shall be protected by her own volunteers. 
New Mexico will make the same urgent requisi- 
tions. Mexico will demand indemnity for the 
imperfect fulfillment of our treaty obligations. 
And as a necessary consequence of the President’s 


duty to execute the laws, and to take care that the | 


stipulations of our treaties shall be carried out and 
faithfully executed, he must direct that the requi- 
site expenses shall be incurred to maintain and 
keep the Army en the frontiers; and hence a bill 


of deficienc 7 must be presented to the next Con- , 
gress to cover the reductions which are now pro- | 


posed by the Committee of Ways and Means in 
the bill under discussion. We have yet another 


mode of relieving ourselves from the obligations | 


of our treaty with Mexico, which was well con- 
sidered and wisely stipulated on her part,and that 
is, to redeem them by a money payment, and 
thus relieve ourselves from the heavy responsibili- 


ties which must long continue to be an annual | 
charge on the Treasury of the United States, In | 


short, we must be prepared to provide for defi- 


ciencies to pay indemnities to Mexico, or to ex- | 


tinguish our obligations to defend her frontiers by 
a payment in money, or to adopt and vote for the 
estimates of the War Department. 

[The postage bill, which had been returned from 
the Senate with amendments, was, on the motion 
of Mr. Barry, taken up and referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Post Office and Post Roads.} 


Mr. LEVIN said: Mr. Chairman, I shall op- | 
pose the amendment just offered by the gentleman | 
trom Ohio, to strike out the amount required for | 


the reeruiting service. Our country stands in the 
circumstances of a crisis, vast, rapid, and deci- 
sive. 1 
force of the Army, not because we have anything 


to dread from foreign foes, but because we have 
Sir, it | 


everything to fear from internal enemies, 
may be necessary to increase the ey for the 
purpose ef enforcing the laws of the land; and 
when the question shell be taken I expect to see 
the d.sunionists—the abolitionists of the North, 
and the fanatics of the South—arrayed on one side, 
the friends of law and order on the other. Look 
at the spirit that has manifested itself in this House 
within the last few hours. 
springs from the malignity of a disappointed fac- 
tion that seeks the overthrow of the Constitution 
and the disruption of this Union? 

Those who are accustomed to defame the mem- 
ory ef George Washington—those who are accus- 
tomed to defame the American Constitution and 
the American Union—may well be pardoned for 
defaming and seeking to destroy its noblest cham- 
pion and its ablest advocate. 

if others had not risen to defend Mr. Webster 
against this cowardly attack, urged with such ven- 
om, bitterness, and injustice, such mystery, equiv- 
ocation, adroit finesse, and cunning reserve—with 
so little regard for decency, so total an absence of 
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| . . . . 
|| patriotism—I, too, would have remained silent; | 


| for calumny, take what form or shape it may, not 


| only furnishes its own antidote, but, like empty | 
sounds among barren hills, receives its best answer | 


from its own dying echo. 
But, sir, in these days of hot party strife, this 
|| Slander may not lack extraneous influence and 

support, in that uncharitable spirit which is ever | 
| ready topronouncea summary verdict ofconviction, 
| upon no other foundation than the mere fact of a 
dates having been alleged. A confident air and an 
| unbridled tongue are all that are necessary now- 
adays to constitute an accuser, and he is instantly 
transformed into the witness—the judge—though he 
is not likely, on this occasion, to become the ezxe- 
culioner. 

Sir, before a man sets himself up as a public 
accuser, he ought to feel that he himself possesses 
all those qualities calculated to give a certain high 
value to individual character. I am almost inclined 
to concede thus much to him, for bright indeed 
must be that character which overshadows, and dims, 
and darkens every other! 

Sir, something better was to have been expected 
|| from the Abolition clique, that boasts its exclusive 
|| devotion to the cause of humanity. But it seems 
|| faction is too rampant to feel even the restraint of 
| the most sacred and hallowed feelings of the 
citizen. Is its voracity so ferocious and wild, 
that its savage efforts can stifle the noblest impuls- 
es of the American heart? Must freedom always 
lament that the most fatal wounds inflicted on her 
| bosom, come from the hands of her own sons? 
| Must foreign countries always point to America, for 
| the most zealous defamers of her own children ? 

It is not as a Native, but as an American, that 

rise to vindicate national character—which is 
formed out of the heroes and statesmen of the | 
country—and which 1s, the property of the peo- 
ple. Every man in the public service, renowned 
for his valor, celebrated for his intellect, or distin- | 
guished for his patriotism, belongs to his country. 
She will reward him—she will defend him. 
Though poor in purse, she will honor his genius, 
applaud his devotion, and celebrate his virtues, 
But the statesman, whose career from the cradle 
of his glory, to the summit and maturity of his 
renown, has been one unvaried blaze of light, 
one uniform display of genius, and one consistent 
succession of noble and patriotic deeds, may at 
least hope, that when envy or malignity has 
tracked his fame with its slime, national grati- 
tude will remember his past public services, and 
vindicate him against a charge which, even if true, 
and fairly presented, flings not a shadow upon his 
glorious pathway. The name of Webster, like 
polished steel, throws off from its bright surface 
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_ mighty mind to the exclusive service of the coun. 
_try! “What but a heart black as night would 

infer corruption from this? Whence the olicy of 
the British Government in giving £10,000 anny. 
_ally to her judges, but to place them above the reach 
_ of corruption—that they might preserve their ermine 
_pure? A fund of 450, has been raised, jt is 
said, for Mr, Webster, and corruption is inferred, 


|, Now, sir, my opinion is, that if the gentlemen 


_ who subscribed this amount really expected or in. 
tended to bring an undue influence to bear Upon 
him, they would have kept it as a reserved fundo 
they would have kept him ground down by pep. 
_ury and want; and when their object was to haye 
been accomplished, to have approached him with 
their aid, and asked him for his influence. Hod 
| they dared to do so, we all know that he wou)d 
have treated it with loathing and contempt, and 
that they themselves would have shrunk back jy 
dismay. No! sir, if it has been done, it was as q 
free offering to a noble man, whose name shines 
as the morning star in the bright firmament of 
American history. 

I have reason to believe, nay I am authorized 
| to say, that some of Mr. Webster’s friends have 
_ stepped forward to relieve him, not at his suggestion, 
| but influenced solely by the promptings of their 
| own noble hearts, and with a delicacy that has 
| induced them up to this very hour, to conceal from 
| Mr. Webster the names of the donors. 

What motive, then, influences this accusation? 
_ From the earliest recorded crime, when Cain mad- 
_ dened by envy, slew the meek and innocent Abel, 

down to the last case that stains ourcriminal dock. . 
et, some motive must be found to siir the heart 
| of him who does the guilty deed. ‘What motive, 
what feeling, influences his accusers? I will tell 
| You, sir. ile could not be induced to apply the 
| blazing torch to consume the dwellings of our 
| brethren of the South, but on the contrary, lighted 
the beacon to warn the country of its danger. He 
would not unite with a faction that stands ready 
to destroy every noble association—every pure 
and generous feeling—a faction that aoe heap 
the ridicule of earth, and the blasphemy of hell, 
upon the prophecies of our patriots, and yet dare 
to do it in the name of philanthropy at of lib- 
/erty! Let them no longer desecrate these sacred 
| names—let them no longer act in the name of lib- 
erty; for in the deluge of blood which they seek 
| to produce, there would be no Aararat for the ark 
of ae to rest upon! 

Sir, what an immense moral waste separates the 
man of true benevolence and philanthropy from 
the political charlatan, who would fire the dwell- 
ings of those he feigns to pity, but pants to plunder. 
What cares he for the groans, the tears, the agony 











the opprobrious breath that seeks to stain it. 
Clouds may surround the sun, but was it ever 
darkened by a shadow? When General Wash- 
ington was charged by Conway, of infidelity to 
the cause of independence, who believed it? he 
bolt, shot by an infatuated rival, fell scathless at 
his feet! Why? Because public services had 
fenced him round about by an adamantine mail;— 


trenched him, with an impregnable character, from 
which recoiled all the shafts of malice, and all the 
thunderbolts of hate. Calumny, to be successful, 
must have some flaw in character, on which to 
hang its venom. Froma bright surface, it passes 
like the vapor, fading into air before the beams of 
the rising sun. 

I stand not here to apologize for Mr. Webster. 
He wants no apologist. I am not his champion. 
He needs none. I qm not here to offer flattery, 
for he would despise it. I am here, in the ma- 
jesty ofan American freeman, to vindicate national 
character against wanton and unjust aspersion. 

Sir, on the subject of this charge, Mr. Webster 
| courts inquiry—he seeks investigation; and it is 
this House to decide whether they consider 





the charge worthy of scrutiny. And what is it? 
If the eharge be true, to what does it amount? 
That a number of his personal friends, aware of 
the sacrifices he has made, in devoting his life to 
the service of his country—that to a great extent 
| he had abandoned his professional pursuits, which 
|| have always been highly profitable—that they, in 
|| a spirit alike honorable to him and to themselves, 
had stepped forward to relieve him from his em- 
barrassments, and make him, indeed, an inde- 
pendent apeeeny of State, and thus enable him 
to devote the all mighty energies of his own 


because deeds, always superior to words, had en- | 


| of homes made desolate—of fielis made barren— 
of hearts made hopeless? How can humanity 
hold in her grasp the thousand weapons of abhor- 
rence, scorn and detestation, without overwhelming 
such a viper by the thunders of her denunciation? 

This ee has heard the accusation devised 


| in a diabolical spirit, and executed with an iron 
| will—the heart unrelenting, and the determination 
| of purpose, fell, savage, and inflexible, But, sir, 
the accuser strikes in the dark, and falls by the 





force of his own blow. : 
The vote on yesterday shows the estimation in 
which Mr. Webster is held by the Representatives 
| of the American people. His brilliant qualities of 
| head and heart, recommend him to popular esteem 
and admiration. Sir, even bie perty foes pay in- 
_ voluntary homage to thatexalted character, which 
_is the best guarantee of an honest patriot in public 
life. How could it be otherwise?—with that life 
| Spent in the service of his country, for almost half 
/acentury, without leaving on its bright surface 
| blot, blemish, or stain! nd not only leaving no 
_ blemish, but adding daily to its undimmed lus- 
_tre fresh glory, till the greatness of the good man 

| extorts the voluntary homage of a great, nation. 
Who is there in this House to echo the wanton 


| slanders of factious disappointment, or ungenet- 
_ous hate? The very nature of the charge annuls 
it, as it falls from the blackened lips.of infuriate 


and inflamed faction. te : 
Let not his accusers forget that they once idol- 
ized him for the virtues that still.adorn, and the 

| genius that yet sheds its halo of renown on 
/name, Imperishable as truth, which his traducers 
ought to worship, is that renown. In vain they 
now assail a man once admired for qualities 
that never perish when once in bloom. Mea 
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